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with regard to the material world, wj can af? least go so far as this— 
wKan perceive liiat events are brought about not by insulated interpositions 
of vine power, exerted in i^ch particular case, but by the establishment of 
^^eral laws.” ^ ® 

Whewkll; Bridgewater Treaftse. 


• “To conclude, therefore, let no man out of a weak cortvcit of sobriety, or 
an ill-applied moderation, think or maintain, that a^Viian can search too far 
or be too ^11 studied in the book of God's word, or in the book of God's 
works; divinity or philosophy; but rather let men endeavour an endless 
progress or proficicnce in both." i 

Bacon : Advancement of Learning. 


Denvn, Br0nl^t Jfetti, 

October ist, 1859. 
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ON THE ORIGIN 


OF SPECIES. 

i 


INTRODUCTION. 

When on board H.M.S. ‘ Beagle,’ as naturalist, I was much 
struck with certain facts in the distribution of the inhabitants 
of South America, and in thQ.-geological relations of -^he 
present to the past inhabitants of that continent. These facts ’ 
seemed to me to throw some light on the origin of species— 
that mystery of mysteries, as it has been called by one of 
our greatest philosophers. On my return home, it occurred 
to me, in 1837, that something might perhaps be made out 
on this question by patiently accumulating, and reflecting on 
all sorts ^^acts which could possibly have any bearing on it. 
After five years’ work I allowed myself to speculate on the 
subject, and drew up some short notes; these I enlarged 
in 18^4 into a sketch <4 the conclusions, which then seemed, 
to' me probable: from that period to the present day I hav8 
steadily pursued the same object. I hope t^at I may be 
^iRusa^for entering on these personaf details, as I give them 
t(J show that I have not been hasty in coming to a decision. ^ 
My‘work is now nearly finished; but as it will take me 
two or three more years to complete it, and as my health 
is far from strong, I h|ive been urged to publish this Abstract. 

I have more especially been induced to do this, as Mr. 
Wallace, who is now studying the natural historv of the Malay 
archipelagdi has arrived at almost exactly the* same general 
conclusions that 1 have on the origin of species. Last year« 
he sent, to me a memoir on this subject, with a request 
that I would^rward it to' Sir Charles Lyell, vtiio sei^ it to 
the Linnean ^ciety, and it is published in the third volume 

• t . 
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of the Journal of that Society^* Sir C. Lyell anL Ijr. Hooker, 
who both knew of my work—the latter having read ihy sketch 
of 1844—honoured me by thinking it advisable to,publish, 
with Mr. Wallace’s excellent memoir, somfe brief extract? from 


my manuscripts. ^ ' 

This Abstract, which I ’pow publish, must necessarily be 
imperfect. I cannot here give references and authorities for 
my several statements; and I must tiyst to the reader re¬ 
posing some confidence in my acc^acy. No doubt errors 
will have crept in, though I hope I have always been cautious 
in trusting to good authoritieu a^pe. I can here give only 
the general conclusions at wtiich'^l have afilved, with a few 
facts in illustration, but which, I hope,' in most cases will 
suffice. No one can feel more sensible than I do of the 
necessity of hereafter publishing in detail all the facts, with 
references, on which my conclusions have been grounded ; 
and I hope in a future work to do this. For I am well 
aware that scarcely a singly point is discussed in this volume 
01? which facts cannot be Adduced, often apparently leading 
to conclusions directly opposite to those at which I have 
arrived. A fair result can be obtained o'lily by fully stating 
and balancing the facts and arguments cn both sides of each 
question; and this cannot possibly be here done. 

I much regret that want of'space prevents my having the 
satisfaction of acknowledging the generous assistance which 
I have received from very many naturalists, sot..^ of them 
personally unknown to me. I cannot, however, let this 

^opportunity pass without expressing my deep obligations to 

•,L)r. Hooker, who for the last fifterf. years has aided me in 
every possible way by his large stores of knowledge and his 
excellent judgment. « 

I In considering the Origin of Species, it is quite corCeivable 
that a naturalist, reflecting on the mutual affinities of organic 
beings, on their embryological relations, their geographical 
distribution, geological succession, and other such facts, might 
c^me to the conclusion that each speLies had not been 'u- 
dependently created, but had descended, like varieties, from 
other species. Nevertheless, such a conclusion, even if well 
foundi-d, would be unsatisfactory, until it coula be shown 
how the innumerable species inhabiting this world have been 
modified, so as to acquire that perfection of stp'oture and 
coada'^jtation* which most justly excites our adflViration. Natu¬ 
ralists continually refer to external conditions, tuch as climate, 
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food, &c., Ss the only possible j^use of variation. In one very 
limited sense, as we shall hereafter see, this may be true > 
but it is j)reposterous to attribute to mere external conditions, 
the sttucture, for ihstance, of the woodpecker, with its feet, 
tail, beak, >And tongue, so admirably adapted to catch insects 
under the bark of trees. In the^ase of the misseltoe, which 
draws its nourishment from certain trees, which has see<^ 
that_ must be, transported by certain birds, and which has 
flowers with separate sejjes absolutely requiring the agency of 
cevtain insects, to bring pollen from one flower to the other, 
it is equally preposterous to acpount for the structure of* this 
parasite, with il'a-relations'^ seyeral distinct organic beings, 
by the effects of external conditions, or of habit, or of the 
volition, of the plant itself. 

The author of the ‘ Vestiges of Creation ’ would, I presume, 
say that, after a certain unknown number of generations, some 
bird had given birth to a woodpecker, and some plant to the 
misseltoe, and that fhese had been produced perfect as we 
now see them ; but this assum^^n seems to me to be ^o 
explanation, for it leaves the case of the coadaptations of 
organic beings to Cach other and to their physical conditions 
of life, untouched and unexplained. 

It is, therefore, of the highest importance to gain a clear 
insight into the means of modification and coadaptatiom At 
the commencement of my observations it. seemed to me 
probable^iat a careful study of domesticated animals and 
of cultivated plants would offer the best chance of making 
out this obscure problem. Nor have I been disappointed; 
in this and in ..ll othe» perplexing cases I have invariabl}*'. 
found that our knowledge, imperfect though it be, of variation* 
lender domestication, afforded the best and sa^st clue. I 
may venture’ to express my convictidn of the high value 
of such studies, although they have been very commonly ' 
neglected by naturalists. 

From these considerations, I shall devote the first chapter 
of this Abstract to Variation under Domestication. We shall 
thus si >9 that a large amount of hereditary modification is at 
least possible; and, what is equally or more important, we 
shall see h8w great is the power of man in accumulating by 
his Selection successive slight variations. I will then pass 
on to the variability of speaies in a state of nature; but I 
shall, unlBhun^ely, be. compelled to treat thil subjfct far 
t<jo briefly, as <it can be., treated properly only by giving long 
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catalogues of facts. We shall, however, be enablld to disci 
what circumstances *are most favourable to variatioi;^. In t 
next chapter the Struggle for Existence amongst all orgar 
beings throughout the world, which inevitably follfew'ji frc 
their high geometrical powers of increase, will be treated i 
This is the doctrine of Malthus, applied to the whole anirr 
^d vegetable kingdoms, 'As many more individuals of ea 
species are born than can possibly sumve; _^nd as, con; 
quently, there is a frequently recurring Struggle lor existent 
it follows that any being, if it varj^'however slightly in .a 
mapner profitable to itself, under the complex and sometin 
varying conditions of life, will Jri^e a better chance of s 
viving, and thus be naturally selected,j, From the strc 
principle of inheritance, any selecte^i variety will tend 
propagate its new and modified Xorm. 

This fundamental subject of Natural Selection will 
treated at sonie length in the fourth chapter; and we si 
then see how Natural Selection almost inevitably causes mi 
Extinction of the less in^roved forms of life, and indu 
wtiat I have called Divergence of Character. In the r 
chapter I shall discuss the complex and ilittle known lawf 
variation and of correlation of growth. In the four succeec 
chapters, the most apparent and gravest difficulties on 
theory will be given : namely, first, the difficulties of tra 
tions, or in understanding how a simple being or a sin 
organ can be changed and perfected into a higb'y^evelc 
being or elaborately constructed organ; secondly, the sul: 
of Instinct, or the mental powers of animals; thii 
-Hybridism, or the infertility of species and the fer^ilit; 
k varieties when intercrossed; and fourthly, the imperfec 
of the Geological Record. In the next chapter I shall ( 
sider the geological succession of organic beings tlyougl 
time; in the eleventh and twelfth, their geographical 
tribution throughout sjpace; in the thirteenth, their classi 
tion or mutual’ affinities, both when mature and in 
embryonic condition. In the last chapter I shall give a 1 
fecapitulation of the whole work, and a few ccqflu 
remai ks. 

No one ought to feel surprise at much remiiining as 
unexplained in regard to the origin of species and varie 
if he makes due allowance foj our profound ignoranc 
regard to tjie mutual relations of all the “^hich 

around us. Who can explain why one species ranges wi “ 
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'iability,^whatever they n^ay be, generally act; whether 

> ’.-ing the early or late period of development of the embryo, 
at|fhe instant of conception. Geoffroy St. Hilaire’s experi- 
^ts show thaf unnatural treatment of the embryo causes 
. nstro«ities; and monstrosities cannot be separated by any 

ir line of distinction from-,Tnere variations. But I am 
mgly inclined to suspect that the most frequent (^se 
variability may be attributed to the male and female re¬ 
ductive elemems Jhaving been affected prior to the act of 
Ifeption. Several reasons make me believe in this; but 
chief one is. the rei^rj^ble effect which confineiftent or 
livation ha* oif the Unctions of the reproductive system ; 

> '! system appearing to* be far more susceptible than any 
.er part of the ^ganisation, to the action of any change 
'he conditions of life.* Nothing is more easy than to tame 
mimal, and few things more difficult than to get it to breed 

. ly under confinement, even in the many cases when the 
; e and female Bnite. How^any animals there are which 
not breed, though living ^ng under not very closcwcon- 
ment in their native country! This is generally attributed 
dtiatedvinstiiltts; but how many cultivated plants display^ 
utmost vigour, and yet rarely or never seed! In some 
such cases it has been found out that very triding^hanges, 

1 as a little more or less water at some particular period of 
vth, will determine whether or not the plant sets a seed. ^ 
nqafehere enter on the copious details which 1 have col- 
' :d on this curious subject; but to show how singular the 
. - i are which determine the reproduction of animals under 
Snement, I may Jhst mention that carnivorous animal!^ 

1 from the tropics, breed in this country pretty freSy 
er confinement, with the exception of the plantigrades 
)q^r family; whereas, carnivorous birds, with the rare*^ 
ptions) hardly ever lay fertile eggs. Many exotic plants 
! pollen utterly worthless, in the same exact condition as 


le .most sterile hybrids. When, on the one hand, we see 
esticated animiRs and plants, though often weak and 
IT, yet breeding quite freely under confinement; and When, 
he other hand, we see individuals, though *aken young 
a sftte of nature, perfectly tamed, long-lived, and healthy 
vhich I could give numerous instances), yet having theff^ 
K^u^tive system so ^riously affected by unperceived 
:s u tfli^ail in acting, we need not be sarprisel at this 
m, wheB it does act under confinement, acting not quite 
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regularly, and producing offspr^g not perfectly^'li 4 e their 
parents or variable. 

Sterility has been said to be the bane of horticulture,: but 
on this view we owe variability to the same Clause whicn pro¬ 
duces sterility; and variability is the source of all the choicest 
productions of the garden. I iijay add, that as some organisms 
will breed most freely under the most unnatural conditions 
(for^instance, the rabbit and ferret kept in hutches), showing 
that their reproductive system has not^bden thus affected; 
so will some animals and plants withstand domestication or 
cultivation, and vary very slightly—perhaps hardly more than 
in a state of nature. • ' ' r- 

A long list could easily be given of “ six)r*ing plants ; by 
this term gardeners mean a single bud or offset, which 
suddenly assumes a new and sometimes very different cha¬ 
racter from that of the rest of the plant. Such buds can 
be propagated by grafting, &c., and sometimes by seed. These 
“sports” are extremely rare under nature, but,far from rare 
und&o cultivation; and in this case we see that the treatment 
of the parent has affected a bud or offset, and not the ovules 
pr pollen. But it is the opinion of most physiologists that 
there is no essential difference between a ]fud and an ovule 
in their earliest stages of formation ; so that, in fact, “ sports ” 
support my view, that variability may be largely attributed to 
the ovules or pollen, or to both, having been affected by 
the treatment of the parent prior to the act of cor,^**ption. 
These cases anyhow show that variation is not necessarily 
connected, as some authors have supposed, with the act of 
''generation. 

Seedlings from the same fruit, and the young of the same 
litter, sometimes differ considerably from each other, though 
I'^th the young and the parents, as Muller has ^remarked, 
have apparently been exposed to exactly the same conditions 
of life; and this shows how unimportant the direct effects 
of the conditions of life are in comparison with the laws of 
reproduction, and of growth, and of inheritance; for had the 
actidn of the conditions been direct, if any of the young, had 
varied, all woul^ probably have varied in the sr,*ue manner, 
JTo judge how much, in the case of any variation, wft should 
“^tribute to the direct action of heat, moisture, light, food, &c., 
is most difficult: my impression i§, that with animals^ such 
agenciesrhave produced very little direct effect, fibou^ appa¬ 
rently laore in the case of plants. Under Khis pc^nt of view, 
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Mn,Buckman's recent expeifments on plants seem extremely 
valu^le. When all or nearly all the individuals exposed to 
cdw™ conditiops are affected in the same way, the change 
at first ^appears to be directly due to such conditions; but 
in some cases it can be shown ^hat quite opposite conditions 
produce similar changes of Wucture. Nevertheless some 
slight amount of change may, I think, be attributed to*the 
direct action of ifche conditions of life—as, in some cases, 
♦increased size from Smount of food, colour from particular 
Snds of iood and from lig^t, and perhaps the thickness of 
fur from climate-* ^ ^' 
Habit also nas a decided influence, as in the period of 
flowering with fJlants when transported from one climate to 
another. In aninlkls it has a more marked effect; for in¬ 
stance, I find in the domestic duck that the bones of the 
wing weigh less and the bones of the leg more, in proportion 
to the whole skeleton, than do the same bones in the wild 
duck; and I presume that this change may be safely attrjjjpted 
to the domestic duck flying much less, and walking more, 
than its yrjld parent. The great and inherited development 
of the udders in cows and goats in countries where they arS 
habitually milked^ in comparison with the state of these 
organs in other countries, is another instance of fite effect 
of use. Not a single domestic animal be named which 
has not in some country drooping ears ; and the view suggested* 
by some authors, that the drooping is due to the disuse of 
the muscles of the ear, from the animals not being much 
alarmed by danger, teems probable. .. m 

There are many laws regulating variation, some few®of 
which can be dimly seen, and will be J^ereafter briefly 
.ifientione 4 - I will here only allude to what may be called 
corrdlatiop of growth. Any change in the embryo or lar^ 
will almost certainly entail changes in the mature animal. 


In monstrosities, the correlations between quite distinct parts 
are very curious; |and many instances are given in Isidore 
Geoffrey St, Hilaire^s great work on this subject. Breeders 
beffeve that long limbs are almost always accompanied by 
\n elongated head. Some instances of correlation are quite 
whimsical: thus cats with blue eyes are invariably deaf 
colour and constitutional peculiarities go together, of which 
many I'eniaij^able cases cduld be given amorist anj|nals and 
plants. From the. facts collected by Heusinger, it appears 
thaf white ^eep and pigs are differently affected ^om coloured 
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individuals by certain vegetable ]f)oisons. Hairless dogs have 
imperfect teeth ; long-haired and coarse-haired animal; are 
apt to have, as is asserted, long or many hoips ; pigeons v.ith 
feathered feet have skin between their outer toes; ^ pigeons 
with short beaks have small feet, and those with long beaks 
large feet. Hence, if mangoes on selecting, and thus 
augmenting, any peculiarity, he will almost certainly uncon¬ 
sciously modify other parts of the structr,re, owing to the 
mysterious laws of the correlation of gVowth. 

The.result of the various, quije unknown, or dimly seen 
. laws of variation is infinitely compK;^ and diversified. It is 
well worth w'hile carefully to study, the several treatises pub¬ 
lished on some of our old cultivated plants, as on the hyacinth, 
potato, even the dahlia, &c.; and it is really surprising to 
note the endless points in structure and constitution in which 
the varieties and sub-varieties differ slightly from each other. 
The whole organisation seems to have becon^e plastic, and tends 
to df part in some small degree from that of the parental type. 

Any variation which is not inherited is unimportant for us. 
But the number and diversity of inheritable deviations of 
Structure, both those of slight and those of considerable 
physiological importance, is endless. Dr. Prosper Lucas’s 
treatise; 7 n two large volumes, is the fullest and the best on 
this subject. No breeder doubts how strong is the tendency 
“ to inheritance: like produces like is his fundamental belief: 
doubts have been thrown on this principle by theoretical 
writers alone. When a deviation appears not unfrequently, 
♦''pd we see it in the father and child, ve cannot tell whether 
it^nay not be due to the same original cause acting on both ; 
but when amongst individuals, apparently exposed to the same 
conditions, any very rare deviation, due to some extraordinary 
Jfembination of circumstances, appears in the parent—say, 
once amongst several million individuals—and it reappears 
in the child, the mere doctrine of chances almost compels 
us to attribute its reappearance to inheritance. Every one 
mu^ have heard of cases of albinism, prickly skin, hairy 
bodies, &c., appearing in several members of the same fainily. 
If strange and rare deviations of structure are truly inherited, 
..Jfifss strange and commoner deviations may be freely admitted 
to be inheritable. Perhaps the correct way of viewing the 
whole subject, yirould be, to look jft the inheritance of every 
character whatever as the rule, and non-jnheritance as the 
anomaly. • 

f 
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The laws governing inherifance are quite unknown ; no one 
can |ay why the same peculiarity in different individuals of 
iht &me species, and in individuals of different species, is 
sometin^es inherited and sometimes not so; why the child 
often reverts in certain chara.cters to its grandfather or 
grandmother or other much Inore remote ancestor; why a 
peculiarity is often transmitted from one sex to both saxes, 
or to one sex aloaae, more commonly but not exclusively to 
,.^he like sex. It is % fact of some little importance to us, 
that peculiarities appearing^ in the males of our domestic 
breeds are often tran^ihiited either exclusively, or in a ^ 
much greater ^degree, to • males alone. A much more im¬ 
portant rule, w^ich I think may be trusted, is that, at 
whatever period of^life a peculiarity first appears, it tends to 
appear in the offspring at a corresponding age, though some¬ 
times earlier. In many cases this could not be otherwise: 
thus the inheritecj^ peculiarities in the horns of cattle could 
appear only in the offspring when nearly mature; pecuH^ities 
in the silkworm are known to appear at the corresponding 
caterpillar^or coQoon stage. But hereditary diseases and some • 
other facts make me believe that the rule has a widef 
extension, and thkt when there is no apparent reason why 
a peculiarity should appear at any particular agCj'^t that 
it does tend to appear in the offspring the same period 
at which it first appeared in the parent. I believe this rule^ 
to be of the highest importance in explaining the laws of 
embryology. These remarks are of course confined to the 
first appeamnce of tjie peculiarity, and not to its prima^ 

* catlse, which may have acted on the ovules or male element; 
in nearly the same manner as in the crosse^ offspring from 
^a^short-hojned cow by a long-horned bull, the greater length 
^ of hbrn, though appearing late in life, is clearly due to till 
male element. 

Having alluded to the subject of reversion, I may here 
refer to a statement often made by naturalists—namely, that 
our domestic varieties, when run wild, gradually but certainly 
reVert in character to their aboriginal stocks. Hence it has 
T>een argfued that no deductions can be drawn from domestic 
races to species in a state of nature. I have in vain er ^ 
deavoured to discover on what decisive facts the above 
statement l^s so often Snd so boldly been* made^ There 
I would be great difficulty in proving its truth: we may safely 
conclude tnat very many of the most strong!y-msf-ked domestic ‘ 
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varieties could not possibly liv^ in a wild state. In many 
cases we do not know what the aboriginal stock was, a^id so 
could not tell wlieiher or not nearly perfect reversioh 4’;.ad 
ensued. It would be quite necessary, in order to prevent 
the effects of intercrossing, tjiat only a single variefy should 
be turned loose in Its new‘home. Nevertheless, as our 
varieties certainly do occasionally revert in some of their 
characters to ancestral forms, it seems to Fie not improbable, 
that if we could succeed in naturalising:, or were to cultivate, 
during many generations, the several races, for ihstanecT^of 
the cabbage, in very poor soil (iri w^ich c?ise, however, some 
effect would have to be attributedao the direfct action of the 
poor soil), that they would to a large extent, or even wholly, 
revert to the wild aboriginal slock.. T/hethcr or not the 
experim -nt would succeed, is not of great importance for our 
line of argument; for by the experiment itself the conditions 
of life are changed. If it could be shown^ that our domestic 
varigjies manifested a strong tendency to reversion,—that is, 
to lose their acquired characters, whilst kept under unchanged 
conditions, and whilst kept in a consideral^e body, so that 
•free intercrossing might check, by blending together, any 
slight deviations of structure, in such case, I grant that we 
could deduce nothing from domestic varieties in regard to 
species. But there, is not a shadow of evidence in favour of 
this view : to assert that we could not breed our cart and 


race-horses, long and short-horned cattle, and pdifitry of 
various breeds, and esculent vegetables, for an almost infinite 
«*i3Lumber of generations, would be oppt^sed to all experience. 

I •may add, that w^hen under nature the conditions of Tifc 
do change, variations and reversions of character probably do 
occur; but natural selection, as will hereafter be explainetl, 
^ill determine ho\v lai the new characters thus arising* shall *. 
be preserved. “ 


When we Jook to the hereditary varieties or races of our 
domestic animals and plants, and compare them with species 
closely allied together, we generally perceive in each domestic 
pee, as already remarked, less uniformity of character'Viian 
in true specif^s. Domestic races of the same speoies, alsct, 
.jiOften have a somewhat monstrous character; by which I 
mean, ihai., although differing from each other, and from the 
other s[.^'cics the same genus, tn several tricing respects, 
they often differ in an extreme degree in some one part, both, 
when QOTCipiijed one with another, and more especially when 
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compared Vith all the specvss in nature to which' they , are 
nearest allied. With these exceptions (and^yith that of the- 
fertility of varieties when crossed,-r-a 'Subject hereafth^:- 
to be discussed)J domestic races of the same species differ 
from ea#h other in the same manner as, only in 'most xases 
in a lesser degree than, do clc»£ly-allied species of the same - 
genus in a state of nature. I think this must be admitmd, 
when we find that there are hardly any dohiestic races, either 
amongst animals 5r j^ants, which have not been ranked by 
competent judges as mere varieties, and by other com¬ 
petent judges as the r]^s<#endants of aboriginally distinct 
species. If arw Tiiarke(Td^isttnction existed between domestic 
races and specie.*^- this source of doubt could not so perpetually 
recur. It has oftci? been stated that domestic races do not 
differ from each other in characters of generic value. I think 
it could be shown that this statement is hardly correct; but 
naturalists differ most widely in determining what characters 
are of generic vakie; all such valuations being at present 
cmiu'rical. Moreover, on the view of the origin of gCflcra 
which I shall presently give, we have no right to expect 
often to meet \tith generic differences in our doinesticaled* 
productions. , 

A\'lien we attempt to estimate the amount of stoictural 
difference between the domestic races of the same species, 
wc are soon involved in doubt, from ndt knowing whether 
tl)cy .have descended from one or several parent-species, 
^rhis point, if it could be cleared up, \Yoiild be interesting; 
if, for instance, it could be shown that the greyhound, blood¬ 
hound, terrier, spaniel, and bull-dog, which we all kngvv^ 
propagate their kind so truly, were the offspring of any single 
species, then such facts would have great wCight in making 
dpubt nbout the immutability of the many very closely 
*■ allied and% natural species—for instance, of the many foxes— 
inhabiting diifcrent quarters of the woild. I do not believe, 
as we.shall presently see, that all our dogs have descended 
from any one wildlspecies; but, in the case of some other 
doi>>.csiic racc'S, there is presumptive, or even strong, evidence 


pi 


favour cf this view. 

It ha? often been assumed that man has chosen for 


domestication animals and plants having an extraordinary 
inheient tendency to vary^ and likewise to withstand diverse 
climates. I^o not dispute that these capaciics ha>*e added 
largely to th^ value of most of our domesticiited^productions; 
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but how could a savage possibly know, when he first tamed 
an animal, whether it would vary in succeeding generarions, 
and whether it would endure other climates? Has th^httle 
variability of the ass or guinea-fowl, or th5 small power of 
endurance of warmth by the rein-deer, or of cold by the 
common camel, prevented tivpir domestication ? I cannot 
doubt that if other animals and plants, equal in number to 
ourdomesticated productions, and belonging to equally diverse 
classes and countries, were taken from ,a state of nature, and 
could be made to breed for an coual number of generatipsts' 
under domestication, they would ^r^ on an average as largely 
as the parent-species of our existing aomesticatffd productions 


have varied. * 

In the case of most of our anciently domesticated animals 
and plants, I do not think it is possible to come to any 
definite conclusion, whether they have descended from one 
or several species. The argument mainly relied on by those 
who believe in the multiple origin of our domestic animals is, 
thafr we find in the most ancient records, more especially on 
the monuments of Egypt, much diversity in the breeds ; and 
J:hat some of the breeds closely resemble, perhaps ai'e identical 
with, those still existing Even if this lattpr fact were found 
more .^ctly and generally true than seems to me to be the . 
case, what does it show, but that some of our breeds originated 
, there, four or five ‘thousand years ago ? But Mr. Horner’s 
researches have rendered it in some degree probable that man 
sufficiently civilised to have manufactured pottery existed in 
the valley of the Nile thirteen or fourteen thousand years 
and who will pretend to say hbw long before thjese 
ancient periods, savages, like those of Tierra del Fuego or 
Australia, who ‘possess a .semi-domestic dog, may not hai^e 
vested in Egypt? 

The whole subject must, I think, remain vagU3; never- ‘ 
theless, I may, without here entering on any details, state 
that, from geographical and other considerations, I think it 
highly probable that our domestic dogs hive descended from 
sev&a! wild species. In regard to sheep and goats I««^an 
form no opinion. I should think, from facts comtnunicated 
to me by Mr. Blyth, on the habits, voice, and constitu¬ 
tion, &c., of the humped Indian cattle, that these had 
descended fiom a different aborigin^d stock from our European 
cattle; alid sevtral competent judges believe thifv these latter 
have had moje than one wild parent. With respect to horses, 
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from reason^ which I cannqt give here, I am doubtfully 
inclin^ to believe, in opposition to several authors, that all 
the^afss have descended from one wild stock. Mr. Blyth, 
whose opinion, frc/m his large and varied stores of knowledge, 

I should lvalue more than that of almost any one, thinks that 
all the breeds of poultry have proceeded from the common 
wild Indian fowl (Callus bankiva). In regard to ducks and 
rabbits, the breeds of which differ considerably from each 
othfer in structure, I*do not doubt that they all have descended 
froaj.the common wild duck yd rabbit. . 

The doctrine of the origin of our several domestic races 
from several aboriginal stocks,*has been carried to an absurd 
extreme by some jpithors. They believe that every race which 
breeds true, let the ^distinctive characters be ever so slight, 
has had its wild prototy|)e. At this rate there must have 
existed at least a score of species of wild cattle, as many sheep, 
and several goats in Europe alone, and several even within 
Great Britain. Ona author believes that there formerly existed 
in Great Britain eleven wild species of sheep peculiar to^l 
When we bear in mind that Britain has now hardly one 
peculiar mawnmalf and France but few distinct from those , 
of Germany and conversely, and so with Hungary, Spain, &c., 
but that each of these kingdoms possesses several j>Qjjyliar 
breeds of cattle, sheep, &c,, we must admit that many domestic 
breeds have originated in Europe ; for whence could they 
have bfen derived, as these several countries do not possess 
a number of peculiar species as distinct parent-stocks ? So 
it is in India. Even in the case of the domestic dogs of the 
whole world, which I <ully admit have probably descended* 
from several wild species, I cannot doubt that there has been 
an immense amount of inherited var^tion. Wko can believe 
^at animal# closely resembling the Italian greyhound, theji 
bloodhound, the bull dog, or Blenheim spaniel, &c.—so unlike 
all wild Canids—ever existed freely in a state of nature ? 

It has often been loosely said that all our races of -dogs have 
been produced by tj^e crossing of a few aboriginal species; 
but crossing we can get only forms in some degree intSr- 
mediate between their parents; and if we account for our 
several domestic races by this process, we must admit the 
former existence of the most extreme forms, as the Italian 
greyhound, bloodhound, Ijull-dog, frc., in the wild state. 
Moreover, thei«possibiiity of making distinct racfs by ofossing 
faas been gr^tly exaggerated. There can be doubt that 
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a race may be modified by orcasional crosses, if aided by 
the careful selection of those individual mongrels,which 
present any desired character; but that a race cofiltj, be 
obtained nearly intermediate between two Vxtrcmely different 
races or species, I can hardly believe. Sir J. Sdbright ex¬ 
pressly experimentised for*^rfhis object, and failed. The 
offspring from the first cross between two pure breeds is 
tMerably and sometimes (as I have found^ with pigeons) 
extremely uniform, and everything scoiTis simple enough; 
but when these mongrels are crossea one with *anothec^or 
several generations, hardly twoVq^ them will be alike, and 
then the extreme difficulty, or rather utter hoi^elcssness, of the* 
task becomes apparent. Certainly, a breed intermediate be¬ 
tween fw<? very distinct breeds could not tje got without extreme 
care and long-continued selectionnor can I find a single 
case on record of a permanent race having been thus formed. 

On the Breeds of the Domestic Biycon ,—Believing that it 
is always best to study some special group, I have, after 
dsiiberation, taken up domestic pigeons, I have kept every 
breed which I could purchase or olitain, and have been most 
kindly favoured with skins from several quarters of the world, 
more esjiecirtlly by the Hon. W. Elliot from India, and by 
the C. Murray from Persia. Many treatises in different 
languages have been published on pigeons, and some of them 
are very imporunt, as being of coiisich^rable antiquity. I 
have associated with several eminent fanciers, and have been 
permitted to join two of the London Pigeon Clubs. The 
diversity of the ijrceds is something astonishing. Compare 
^ Englisl'. carrier and the short-facetl tumi)lcr, and see the 
Avonderful (hlfercncc in their beaks, entailing corresponding 
differences in ^heir skullg. The carrier, more especially fhe 
i^male bird, is also remarkable from the wonderful develQomen'T 
of the canmculatcd skin about the head, and thit is accom¬ 
panied by greatly elongated eyelids, very large external orifices 
to the nostrils, and a wide gape of mouth.. The shortTaced 
tumbler has a beak in outline almost like that of a finch ; 
anTS the common tumbler has the singular and strictlg in¬ 
herited habit of flying at a great height in a compact floc^:, 
and tu’nblirig in the air head over heels. The runt is a 
biia of great size, with long, massive beak and large feet; 
some of the sub-br(‘eds of runts lyive very long necks, others 
very Ipj^g whales and tails, others singiilnrly sluwt tails. The 
baJ) is alhc)^ to the carrier, but, instead of a vety long beak,* 

it 
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has a very short and very broaA one. The goutjsx. has a much 
elongafcd body, wings, and legs; and its enormously developed 
crop? ^ich it glories in inflating, may well excite astonish¬ 
ment anc^ even laughter. The turbit has a very short and 
conical beak, with a line of reversed feathers down the breast; 
and it has the habit of contirflially expanding slightly the 
upper part of the oesophagus. The jacobin has the feathesw 
so much reversed along the back of the neck that they form 
a hood, and it has, proportionally to its size, much elongated 
wing and tail feathers. The/trumpeter and laugher, as their 
names express, utter a very #irierent coo from the other breeds. 
The fantail has'thirty or even forty tail-feathers, instead of 
twelve or fourteen? the normal number in all members of the 
great pigeon family;* and these feathers are kept expanded, 
and are carried so erect that in good birds the head and tail 
touch; the oil-gland is quite aborted. Several other less 
distinct breeds nm-yt have been specified. - 

In the skeletons of the several breeds, the developm^t 
of the bones of the face in length and breadth and curvature 
diflers enormousl)^ The shape, as well as the breadth and 
length of t^e ramus of the lower jaw, varies in a highly 
remarkable manner? The number of the caudal and sacral 


vertebra? vary; as does the number of the ribs, togetht'^rith 
their relative breadth and the presence processes. The 
size and shape of the apertures in the sternum are highly 
variable; so is the degree of divergence and relative size of 
the two arms of the furcula. The proportional width of the 
gape of mouth, tlie ])roportional length of the eyelids, of the 
orifice of tae nostrils, of the tongue (not always in striclP 
correlation wjth the length of beak), the size the crop and 
^ fhe uppej- part of the oesophagus*; the development and 
abortidh of^the oil-gland; the number of the primary wing * 
and caudal feathers; the relative length of wing and tail 
to each other and to the body ; the relative length of leg and 
of the feet; the number of .scutelte on the toes, the develop¬ 
ment of skin between tlie toes, are all points of structure 
whic!^are variable. • The period at which the perfect plumage 
is "acquire# varies, as does the state of the down with which 
the nestling birds are clothed when hatched. The shape and 
size of the eggs vary. The manner of flight dijBTers remarkably; 
as does in soii^ breeds the Voice and disposition Lastly, in 
certain breedi^ the males and females have com^o dfifer to 
a sligt^t degree from each other. * 
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Altogether at least a score^of pigeons might be chosen, 
which if shown to an ornithologist, and he were told jliat they 
were wild birds, would certainly, I think, bv' ranked by Wm as 
well-defined species. Moreover, I do not behev^e that any 
ornithologist would place t,he English carrier, the short-faced 
tumbler, the runt, the barbj pouter, and fantail in the same 
genus; more especially as in each of these breeds several 
truly-inherited sub-breeds, or species as he might have called 
them, could be shown him. • 

Great as the differences are \)etw'een the breeds of pigeons, 
I am fully convinced that the^cdkinion opinion of naturalists 
is correct, namely, that all have descendcS from the rock- 
pigeon (Columba livia), including unde^ this term several 
geographical races or sub-species, which differ from each 
other in the most trifling respects. As several of the reasons 
which have led me to this belief are in some degree applicable 
in other cases, I will here briefly give t^em. If the several 
^eeds are not varieties, and have not proceeded from the 
rock-pigeon, they must have descended from at least seven 
or eight aboriginal stocks; for it is impq,ssible^to make the 
present domestic breeds by the crossing of any lesser number: 
how, for instance, could a pouter be produced by crossing two 
bre^ unless one of the parent-stocks possessed the charac¬ 
teristic enormous^ crop ? The supposed aboriginal stocks must 
all have been rock-pigeons, that is, not breeding or willingly 
perching on trees. But besides C. livia, with its geographical 
sub-species, only two or three other species of rock-pigeons 
are known; and tl ise have not anyjof the characters of the 
•domestic breeds. Hence the supposed aboriginal stocks 
must either ^ill exist in the countries where they were origin¬ 
ally domesticated, and* yet be unknowm to ojnithologistp; 
^ and this, considering their size, habits, and rem^arkaKle cha¬ 
racters, seems very improbable; or they must fiave become 
extinct in the wild state. But birds breeding on precipices, 
and good fliers, are unlikely to be exterminated; and the 
common rock-pigeon, which has the ^ame habits with the 
domestic breeds, has not been exterminated even on several 
of the smaller British islets, or on the shores ofitthe MeBi- 
lerranean. Hence the supposed extermination of so many 
species having similar habits with the rock-pigeon seems to 
me a very rash assumption. Moreover, th^ several above- 
namea donraticated breeds have been transported to all parts 
of the world, and, therefore, some of them mlist have been 
f 1 



' vXriJvTION under DOMESTICATIONI 29 

carried back again into their native country; but not one has 
ever betpme wild or feral, though the dovecot-pigeon, which 
is t\\& rock-pigeon |in a very slightly altered state, has become 
feral in several places. Again, all recent experience shows 
that it is most difficult to get any jvild animal to breed freely 
under domestication; yet on th^ hypothesis of the multiple 
origin of our pigeons, it must be assumed that at least severe 
or eight species wert so thoroughly domesticated in ancient 
times by half-civilised maft, as to be quite prolific under con¬ 
finement. ' f 

An argument, as it secrft |o me, of great weight, and 
applicable in sev8ral other oases, is, that th^e above-specified 
breeds, though agrdfeing generally in constitution, habits, voice, 
colouring, and in mo^t parts of their structure, with the wild 
rock-pigeon, yet are certainly highly abnormal in other parts of 
their structure: we may look in vain throughout the whole great 
family of Columbidae for a beak like that of the English carrier, 
or that of the short-faced tumbler, or barb; for reversed 
feathers like those of the jacobin; for a crop like that of th^ 
pouter; for tail-feajhers like those of the fantail. Hence it 
must be assumed not only that half-civilised man succeeded 
in thoroughly domesricating several species, but that he inten¬ 
tionally or by chance picked out extraordinarily abnemial 
species; and further, that these very species have since all 
become extinct or unknown. So many strange contingencies 
seem to me improl>able in the highest degree. 

Some facts in regard to the colouring of pigeons well deserve 
consideration. The roc^-pigeon is of a slaty-blue, and has 
a white rump (the Indian sub-species, C, intermedia ofm 
Strickland, having it bluish); the tail has a terminal dark 
bar,•with the bases of the outer feathers externalfy edged with 
vjiite;*the wings have two black bars; some semi-domestic 
breeds and ^ome apparently truly wild breeds have, besides 
the two black bars, the wings chequered with black. These 
several marks do not occur together in any other species of 
me whole family. N 4 w, in every one of the domestic breeds, 
taking thoroughly well bred birds, all the above marks, even 
to<he whitir edging of the outer tail-feathers, sometimes concur 
perfectly developed. Moreover, when two birds belonging to 
two distinct breeds are crossed, neither of which is blue or 
has any of the above-specified marks, the mon^el offspring 
a|e very apt suddenly to acquire these characters ; TOr in^nce, 

. I crossed sonJe uniformly white fantails with som9 uniformly 
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black barbs, and they produced mottled brown and black 
birds; these I again crossed together, and one grandchild 
of the pure white fantail and pure bkek barb was'-of as 
beautiful a blue colour, with the white rump, double black 
wing-bar, and barred and white-edged tail-feathers, as any 
wild rock-pigeon! We can understand these facts, on the 
•well-known princijile of reversion to ancestral characters, if 
ail the domestic breeds have descended,from the rock-pigeon. 
But if we deny this, we must make one of the two following 
highly improbable suppositioife. Either, firstly, that all the 
several imagined aboriginal stpdtts vrere coloured and marked 
like the rock-pigeon, although ne other existing species is thus 
coloured and marked, so that in each Separate breed there 
might be a tendency to revert to,the"very same colours and 
markings. Or, secondly, that each breed, even the purest, 
has within a do/en or, at most, within a score of generations, 
been crossed by the rock-pigeon: I say within a dozen or 
tw'enty generations, for we know of no fact countenancing the 
nelief that the rlnld ever reverts to some one ancestor, rc 
moved by a greater number of gejierations^ In a breed whici 
has been crossed only once with some distinct breed, the 
tendency to reversion to any character derived from such cross 
'/wil^^naturally become less and less, as in each succeeding 
generation there^will be less of the foreign blood ; but when 
there has been no cross with a distinct breed, and there is a 
tendency in ijotli parents to revert to a character, which has 
been lost during some former generation, this tendency, for 
all that we can see to the contrary, may be transmitted un- 
• diminished for an indefihite number of generations. 'These 
two distinc^ cases arc often confounded in treatises on 
inheritance. • • ^ 

Lastly, the hy))iids or mongrels from betVeen*'’all tiie 
domestic breeds of pigeons are perfectly fertile.' I can state 
this from niy own observations, purposely made on the most 
distinct breeds. Now, it is difficult, perhaps impossible, to 
faring forward one case of the hybrid olfs])ring of two animals 
dearly disfinct being themselves perfectly fertile. Some 
authors lielieve that Jong-continued domestication eliminates 
thi^' Stiong tendency to sterility: from the history of the dog 
I thinly tliere is some probability in this hypothesis, if applied 
to si^< ies dosely related together, though it^is unsupported 
by af ingle^'periinent. But to extend the hypothesis so 
as to su];^fose that species, aboriginally as distifict as carriers, 
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1 tumblers, pouters, and fantails npw are, should yield offspring 
Ifperfectlyiertile, inter se^ seems to me rash in the extreme. 

From %iese several reasons, namely, the improbability of 
Iman having formerlf got seven or eight supposed species of 
;'^j)igoons to breed freely under domestication; these supposed 
^ si>ecies being quite unknown in a wi|d slate, and their becoming 
nowhere feral; these species having very abnormal characters 
^lin certain res[jccts, as compared with all other Colmnbidse,'* 
;i'though so like in mostfother respects to the rock-pigeon; the 
fblue colour and various fiiarks. occasionally ajrpearing in all 
'the breeds, both when kept pure and Avhen crossed; the 
mongrel offspring J)eing perfectly fertile ;—from ihese several 
reasons, taken togcj,licr, I cin feel no doubt that all our 
domestic breeds have ^descended from the Columba livia 
W)!!! its geograplucal sub-spccics. 

in favour of tins view, 1 may add, firstly, that C. livia, or 
the rock-pigeon, has been found capable of domestication in 
Europe and in Indian and tliut it agrees in httbits and in a 
great number of points of structure wiili all tlie doniesti<i« 
breeds. Secondly, although an English carrier or short-faced 
^tumbler diffei# hmn<'nse!y in certain characters from the rock- 
|/igeon, yet by comparing the several sub-breeds of these 
breeds, more esj^eciiilly those brought from distant coun tries^ 
we can make an almost perfect series between the extremes 
of structure. 'Jlurdly, those characters which arc mainly 
dnstir.etive of each bleed, for instance the wattle and length 
of beak of tlie carrier, the shortness of th.'tt 01 the tumbler, 
and the nuuiber of tail-feathers in the fantail, are in each 
Ijrecd ^eminently variable; and the explanation of this fact 
will be obvious when we come to treat of selcciion. Fourthly, 


pigcciiis have been watched, and tended with the utmost care, 
and lo^;d bj* many people. They have been domesticated 
foi thousandii of years in several quarters of the world; the 
eailiest known re cord of pigeons is in the fifth ^rEgyptian 
dynasty, about 3000 b.c., as was pointed out to me by Pro- 
ft-.sor Lepsius; Imt Mr. Biich informs me that pigeons are 
given in a bill of fare in the previous dynasty. In the time 
of the Rom^ins, as we hear from Pliny, immense prices were 
'given for p^gcuns; ‘‘nay, they are come to ih^s pass, that 
they can reckon up their pedigree and race.” Pigeons were 
miuch valued by Akber Khan in India, about the year 1600; 
^llncver less than 20,000 pigeons w^cre taken wittJthe ^urt. 

The monarchs of Iran and Turan sent him sorne^ very rare 
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birds; ” and, continues the Courtly historian, “ His Maje 
by crossing the breeds, which method was never ^racti: 
before, has improved them astonishingly.” About ^ij sa 
period the Dutch were as eager about pigeons as were 
old Romans. The paramount importance of these conside 
tions in explaining the iig^mense amount of variation wh 
pigeons have undergone, will be obvious when we treat 
'Selection. We shall then, also, see how it is t|iat the bre< 
so often have a somewhat monstrous iTnaracter. It is als 
most favourable circumstance for the production of disti 
breeds, that male and female pjgeons can be easily mated 
life; and thus different breeds can be kept together in 
same aviary. 

I have discussed the probable orig^ of domestic piget 
at some, yet quite insufficient, leligth ; because when 1 fi 
kept pigeons and watched the several kinds, knowing w 
how true they bred, I felt fully as much difficulty in believi 
that they could ever have descended frem a common pare 
TAs any naturalist could in coming to a similar conclusion 
regard to the many species of finches, or other large groups 
birds, in nature. One circumstance haj struck me muc 
hamely, that all the breeders of the various domestic anim 
ajjd.the cultivators of plants, with whom I have ever conversi 
or whose treatises I have read, are firmly convinced that t 
several breeds to which each has attended, are descend 
from so many aboriginally distinct species. Ask, as I ha 
asked, a celebrated raiser of Hereford cattle, whether 1 
cattle might not have descended from long-horns, and 
will laugh you to scorn. I have never met a pigeon, 
poultry, or duck, or rabbit fancier, who was not fully cc 
vinced that each main breed was descended from a di.'tir 
species. Van Mons, in his treatise on pears and applet, sho 
how utterly be disbelieves that the several sorts, for instan 
a Ribston-pippin or Codlin-apple, could ever have proceed 
from the .seeds of the same tree. Innumerable other exampl 
could be given. The explanation, I think, is simple : fro 
long-continued study they are strongly impressed with tl 
differences between the several races; and though they w< 
knov' that each race varies slightly, for they win ^their priz 
by selecting such slight differences, yet they ignore all gener 
arguments, and refuse to sum up in their minds sligl 
diffe^nce^.^''cuniulated during many successive generation 
May not /chose naturalists who .»wing far l^,ss of the lav 
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inheritance than does the ^breeder, and knowing no more 
.n be does of the intermediate links in the long lines of 
'>cen|, yet adnyt that many of our domestic races have 
1, ;?ended from the same parents—may they not learn a lesson 
cautioA, when they deride the idea of species in a state of 
cure being lineal descendants qf other species ? 

Selection .—Let us now briefly consider the steps by whi»h 
ipestic races have been produced, either from one or from 
/eral allied sp>ecies, ^Some little effect may, perhaps, be 
ributed to- the direct action of the external conditions of 
and some little to ha^t; but he would be a bold man 
lo would account by such agencies for the differences of a 
ay and race hosse, a greyhound and bloodhound, a carrier 
d tumbler pigeon-* One of the most remarkable features 
our domesticated races *is that we see in them adaptation, 
>t indeed to the animal's or plant's own good, but to man's 
e or fancy. Some variations useful to him have probably 
isen suddenly, or by one step; many botanists, for instance, 
:lieve that the fuller's teazle, with its hooks, which cani/ 9 C 
; rivalled by any mechanical contrivance, is only a variety 
' the wild lipsaeus; and this amount of change may have 
iddenly arisen in a seedling. So U has probably been with 
le • turnspit dog ; and this is know i to have been the«c.C 35 P 
ith the ancon sheep. But when we compare the dray horse 
id race horse, the dromedary and camel, Ae various breeds 
r sheep fitted either for cultivated land or mountain pasture, 
ith the wool of one breed good for one purpose, and that 
f another breed for another purpose \ when we compare the 
lany breeds of dogs, each good for man in very different* 
ays; when we compare the game-cock, so pertinacious in 
attle, with other breeds so little quarrelsomef with “ever- 
,stingi,:layery" w^hicli never desire to sit, and with the bantam 
j small an(i elegant; when we compare the host of agricultural, 
alinary, orchard, and flower-garden races of plants, most 
seful to man at different seasons and for different purposes, 
r so beautiful in his eyes, we must, I think, look further thqji 
) mere variability, •VVe cannot suppose that all the breeds 
are sudd^ly produced as perfect and as useful as we now 
;e them; indeed, in several cases, we know that this has not 
eert their history. The key is man’s power of accumulative 
Section : nature gives successive variations;^ man adds them 
• p in certain directions usr^.l to him. In may 

e said to m|ke for himL ' :seful breeds. ' 4 


. 3 . 
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The great power of this principle of selection is not 
hypotlielical. It is certain that several of our eminent bjjeeders 
have, even within a single lifetime, modified to a largCj-extent 
some breeds of cattle and sheep. In order fully to realise 
what they have done, it is almost necessary to read several 
of the many treatises devoted to this subject, and to inspect 
thje animals. Breeders habitually speak of an animal’s or¬ 
ganisation as something quite plastic, which they can model 
almost as they please. If I had space J c6uld qiiote numerous 
passages to this effect from highly" competent authorities. 
Youatt, who was probably better^acquainted with the works 
of agriculturists than almost any other individual, and who 
was himself a very good judge of an animal, speaks of the 
jirmciple of selection as “ that which ent\bles the agriculturist, 
not only to modify the character df his flock, but to change 
it altogether. It is the magician’s wand, by means of which 
he may summon into life whatever form and mould he 
pleases.” Lord Somerville, speaking ofrwhat breeders have 
dr^ie for sheej), says :—“ It would seem as if they had chalked 
out upon a wall a form perfect in itself, and then had given 
it existence.” That most skilful breeder, Sir J[phn Sebright, 
used to say, with respect to pigeons, that “ he would produce 
any tyven feather in three years, but it would take him six 
years' to obtain head and beak.” In Saxony the importance 
of the principle of selection in regard to merino sheep is so 
fully recognised, that men follow it as a trade: the sheep 
are placed on a table and are studied, like a picture by a 
connoisseur; this is done three times at intervals of months, 
•and the sheep are each time marked and classed, so^that 
the very best may ultimately be selected for breeding. 

What English breeders have actually effected is proved 
by the enormous prices given for animals with a good ped’gree ; 
and these have now been exported to almost every quarter 
of the world, The improvement is by no means generally 
due to crossing different breeds; all the best breeders are 
sUrongly opposed to this practice, except sometimes amongst 
closely allied sub-breeds. And when a dross has been made, 
the closest selection is far more indispensable evyp than jn 
ordinary cases. If selection consisted merely in separating 
some very distinct variety, and breeding from it, the principle 
would l>e so obvious as hardly *o be worth notice; but its 
impor^nce .consists in the great effect produced by the 
accumulatii^'in one direction, during successivri generations, 
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of diflferences absolutely inappreciable by an uneaucate^ i^e— 
differetces which I for one have vainly attempted td.'appfe- 
ciatif. ^Not one n?an in a thousand has acciiraty of ^^y^and 
judgment sufficient to become an eminent breeder. If gifted 
with these qualities, and he studies his subject foY-jears, and 
devotes his lifetime to it with indomitable penaeKrefance, he 
will succeed, and may make great improvements; if he waifts 
any of these qualifces, he will assuredly fail. Few would 
readily believe in the natural capacity and years of practice 
requisite to become even a skilful pigeon-fancier. 

The same principles arc* fojlowed by horticulturists; but 
the variations arS here often nnore abrupt. No one supposes 
that our choicest firoductions have been produced by a single 
variation from the alJbriginal stock. We have proof that this 
is not so in some cases, in which exact records have been 
kept; thus, to give a very trifling instance, the steadily- 
increasing size of the common gooseberry may be quoted. 
We see an astonishhig improvement in many florists’ flowery 
when the flowers of the present day are compared with 
drawings made only twenty or thirty years ago. When a race 
of jjlants is once pretty well established, the seed-raisers do 
not pick out the bdst plants, but merely go over their seed¬ 
beds, and pull up the “rogues,” as they call the plants?^;:* 
deviate from the proper standard. With animals this kind 
of selection is, in fact, also followed; for fiardly any one is 
so careless as to allow his worst animals to breed. 

In regard to plants, there is another means of observing 
the accumulated effects of selection—namely, by comparing 
the-diversity of flowers in the different varieties of the same* 
species in the flower-garden; tlie diversity of leaves, pods, or 
tubers, or whatever part is valued, in the kitchen-garden, in 
compffison with the flowers of the same varieties; and the 
diversity of* fruit of the same species in the orchard, in 
comparison with the leaves and flowers of the same set of 
varieties. See how different the leaves of the cabbage are, 
and how extremely a^ke the flowers; how unlike the floweft 
of the heartsease are, and how alike the leaves; how much 
the fruit of the different kinds of gooseberries differ in size, 
colour, shape, and hairiness, and yet the flowers present very 
slight differences. It is not that the varieties which differ 
largely in some,one point do*not differ at all in other points; 
this is hardly ever, perhaps never, the case, il'he laVs of 
« correlation of^growth, the importance of which should never 
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be overlooked, will ensure some differences; but, as a general 
rule, I cannot doubt that the continued selection o^ slight 
variations, either in the leaves, the flowers, or the fruit,i will 
produce races differing from each other chiefly^ in their 
characters. t 

It may be objected that* the principle of selection has 
bfcen reduced to methodical practice for scarcely more than 
three-quarters of a century; it has certainly been more 
attended to of late years, and many treatises have been 
published on the subject; and the result, I may add, has 
been, in a corresponding degree,' rapid and important. But 
it is very far from true that the principle is a inodem discovery. 
I could give several references to the fuir acknowledgment 
of the importance of the principle in wolks of high antiquity. 
In rude and barbarous periods of English history choice 
animals were often imported, and laws were passed to prevent 
their exportation: the destruction of horses under a certain 
size was ordered, and this may be compared to the “ roguing ” 
81 " plants by nurserymen. The principle of selection I find 
distinctly given in an ancient Chinese encyclopaedia. Explicit 
rules are laid down by some of the Roman classical writers. 
From passages in Genesis, it is clear that the colour of domestic 
awmals was at that early period attended to. Savages now 
sometimes cross their dogs with wild canine animals, to improve 
the breed, and they formerly did so, as is attested by passages 
in Pliny. The savages in South Africa match their draught 
cattle by colour, as do some of the Esquimaux their teams 
of dogs. Livingstone shows how much good domestic breeds 
■«re valued by the negroes of the interior of Africa who have 
not associated with Europeans. Some of these facts do not 
show actual selection,* but they show that the breeding' of 
• domestic animals was carefully attended to in ancient'‘limes, 
and is now attended to by the lowest savages. It would, 
indeed, have been a strange fact, had attention not been paid 
VO breeding, for the inheritance of good and bad qualities 

so obvious. 

At the present time, eminent breeders try by methodical 
selection, with a distinct object in view, to make & new strain 
or sab-breed, superior to anything existing in the country. 
But, for our purpose, a kind of Selection, which may be called 
Unconscious, and which results* from every ^ one trying to 
posseil aneVj^eed from the best individual animals, is more 
important. Thus, a man who intends keeping pointers 
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naturally tries to get as good dogs as he can, and afterwards 
breed# from his own best dogs, but he has no wish or 
expgcmion of permanently altering the breed. Nevertheless 
I cannot doubt that this process, continued during centuries, 
would iiiJJ)rove and modify any Jbreed, in the same way a& 
Bakewell, Collins, &c., by this very same process, only carried 
on more methodically, did greatly modify, even during th«i 
own lifetimes, the forms and qualities of their cattle. Slow 
and insensible changes qf this kind could never be recognised 
unless actual'measurements or careful drawings of the breeds 
in question had been mad# long ago, which might serve for 
comparison. lit* some casesf however, unchanged or but little 
changed individuals of the same breed may be found in less 
civilised districts, where jhe breed has been less improved. 
There is reason to believe that King Charles’s spaniel has 
l)een unconsciously modified to a large extent since the time 
of that monarch. Some highly competent authorities are 
convinced that the*setter is directly derived from the spaniel, 
and has probably been slowly altered from it. It is knovrTT 
that the English pointer has been greatly changed within the 
last century, and in this case the change has, it is believed,, 
been chiefly effected by crosses with the foxhound; but what 
concerns us is, that the change has been effected unconscjp.”‘djc, 
and gradually, and yet so effectually, that, though the old 
Spanish pointer certainly came from Spain" Mr. Borrow has 
not seen, as I am informed by him, any native dog in Spain 
like our pointer. 

Ly a similar process of selection, and by careful training, 
the. whole body of English racehorses have come to surpass 
in fleetness and size the parent Arab stock, so that the 
latter, by the regulations for the Goodwdod Race?, are favoured 
yi tbs- weights they carry. Lord Spencer and others have 
shown how the cattle of England have increased in weight and 
in early maturity, compared with the stock formerly kept in 
this coun,try. By comparing the accounts given in old pigeon 
treatises of carriers and tumblers with these breeds as now 
existing in Britain, India, and Persia, we can, I think, clearly 
trace the ^ages through which they have insensibly passed, 
and come to differ so greatly from the rock-pigeon. 

Youatt gives an excellent illustration of the effects of a 
course of selection, which irftiy be considered as unconsciously 
followed, in so far that the breeders could never have expected 
or even have wished to have produced the result wnich ensued— 
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namely, the production of two distinct strains. The two 
flocks of Leicester sheep kept by Mr. Buckley and Mr. B jrgess, 
as Mr. Youatt remarks, “have been purely bred from,^,the 
original stock of Mr. Bakewell for upwards of fifty years. 
There is not a suspicion existing in the mind of any one 
at all acquainted with the subject that the owner of either of 
tbxim has deviated in any one instance from the pure blood 
of Mr. Bakeweirs flock, and yet the di^erenpe between the 
sheep possessed by these two gentlemen is so great that they 
have the appearance of being quite different varieties.” 

If there exist savages so barbar^iUS as never to think of the 
inherited character of the offspring of their domestic animals, 
yet any one animal particularly useful to them, for any special 
purpose, would be carefully preseped • during famines and 
other accidents, to which savages are so liable, and such 
choice animals would thus generally leave more offspring than 
the inferior ones; so that in this case there would be a kind 
of unconscious selection going on. We see the value set on 
TSSiimals even by the barbarians of Tierra del Fuego, by their 
killing and devouring their old women, in times of dearth, 
as of less value than their dogs. c 

In plants the same gradual process of ir&provement, through 
Jjj^^ccasional preservation of the best individuals, whether 
or not sufficiently distinct to be ranked at their first appearance 
as distinct varieties, and whether or not two or more species 
or races have become blended together by crossing, may 
plainly be recognised in the increased size and beauty which 
we now see in the varieties of the heartsease, rose, pelargonium, 
■jlahlia, and other plants, when compared with the older 
varieties or with their parent-stocks. No one would ever 
expect to gel? a first-rMe heartsease or dahlia from the seed 
of a wild plant. No one would expect to raise a fi?bt-ratp 
melting pear from the seed of the wild pear, though he might 
succeed from a poor seedling growing wild, if it had come 
from a garden-stock. The pear, though cultivated in classical 
times, appears, from Pliny’s description, to have been a fruit 
of very inferior quality. I have seen griat surprise expressed 
in horticultural works at the wonderful skill of gzh'deners, «in 
having produced such splendid results from such poor materials; 
but the art, I cannot doubt, has been simple, and, as far 
as the final result is concerned,* has been followed almost 
uncorjfciousljL It has consisted in always cultivating the besf 
knoAvn variety, sowing its seeds, and, when a slightly better 
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variety has chanced to appear, selecting it, and so onwards. 
But thf gardeners of the classical period, who cultivated the 
best^peur they could procure, never thought what splendid 
fruit we should eat; though we owe our excellent fruit, in 
some smill degree, to their haying naturally chosen and 
preserved the best varieties they# could anywhere find. 

A large amount of change in our cultivated plants, thuc 
slowly and unconsciously accumulated, explains, as I believe, 
the well-known fact, that^n a vast number of cases we cannot 
recognise, and therefore do not know, the wild parent-stocks 
of the plants which have bean longest cultivated in our flower 
and kitchen gardens. If it has "'taken centuries or thousands 
of years to improve or modify most of our plants up to their 
present standard of usefulness to man, we can understand how 
it is that neither Australia, the Cape of Good Hope, nor any 
other region inhabited by quite uncivilised man, has afforded 
us a single plant worth culture. It is not that these countries, 
so rich in species, do not by a strange chance possess the 
aboriginal stocks of any useful plants, but that the native^ 
plants have not been improved by continued selection up to 
a standard of. perfection comparable with that given to the 
plants in countries anciently civilised. 

In regard to the domestic animals kept by uncivilised m?” 
it should not be overlooked that they almost always have 
to struggle for their own food, at least during* certain seasons. 
And in two countries very differently circumstanced, individuals 
. of the same species, having slightly different constitutions or 
structure, would often succeed better in the one country than 
in th&- other, and thus by a process of “ natural selection,” as < 
: will hereafter be more fully explained, two sub-breeds might 
be formed. This, perhaps, partly exp'iains whSt has been 
rqmarieed by*'some authors, namely, that the varieties kept 
by savages Itave more of the character of species than the 
varieties kept in civilised countries. 

On the view here given of the all-important part which 
selection by man has played, it becomes at once obvious,- 
how it is that our dcnnestic races show adaptation in their 
structure or<in their habits to man's wants or fancies- We 
can, I think, further understand the frequently abnormal 
character of our domestic races, and likewise their differences 
being so great in external characters and relatively so slight 
in internal parts or organs. Man can hardly seket, or ^nly 
with much difficulty, any deviation of structure excepting 
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such as is externally visible; and indeed he rarely cares for 
what is internal. He can never act by selection, exyrepting 
on variations which are first given to hipa in some slight 
degree by nature. No man would ever try to make a fantail, 
till he saw a pigeon with a tail developed in some slight 
degree in an unusual mann^, or a pouter till he saw a pigeon 
jyith a crop of somew’hat unusual size; and the more abnormal 


or unusual any character was when it first appeared, the more 
likely it would be to catch his attention.* Bu*t to use such an 
expression as trying to make a fantail, is, I have no doubt, 


in most cases, utterly incorrect. ^ The man who first selected 
a pigeon with a slightly larger^ tail, never dreamed what the 


descendants of that pigeon would becqpie through long- 
continued, partly unconscious and partly methodical selection. 


Perhaps the parent bird of all fantails had only fourteen tail- 
feathers somewhat expanded, like the present Java fantail, or 
like individuals of other and distinct breeds, in which as many 
as seventeen tail-feathers have been counted. Perhaps the 
^•first pouter-pigeon did not inflate its crop much more than 
the turbit now does the upper part of its oesophagus,—a habit 
which is disregarded by all fanciers, as it is pot one of the 


points of the breed. 


^^J^or let it be thought that some great deviation of structure 
would be necessary to catch the fancier’s eye: he perceives 
extremely small differences, and it is in human nature to value 


any novelty, however slight, in one’s own possession. Nor 
must the value which would formerly be set on any slight 
differences in the individuals of the same species, be judged 
of by the value which would now be set on them, after several 
breeds have once fairly been established. Many slight 
differences Inight, and indeed do now, arise amongst pigeons, 
which are rejected as faults or deviations from* the sJ.'’ndard 
of perfection of each breed. The common goose has riot 
given rise to any marked varieties ; lienee the Thoulouse and 
the common breed, which differ only in colour, that most 
fleeting of characters, have lately been exhibited as distinct- 
at cur poultry-shows. t 

I think these views further explain what has sofj?, crimes bpen 
noMced—namely, that we know nothing about the origin or 
history of any of our domestic breeds. But, in fact, a breed, 
like dialect of a language, can hardly be said to have had 
a c^linite origin. A man preserves and breeds from an 
■ndividual with some slight deviation of striy:ture or takes 
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more care than usual in matcfiing his best animals and thus 
impro\|iS them, and the improved individuals slowly spread 
in t^e immediate neighbourhood. But as yet they will hardly 
have a distinct name, and from being only slightly valued, 
their history will be disregarded. When further improved by 
the same slow and gradual pro<jess, they will spread more 
widely, and will get recognised as something distinct an{i 
valqable, and will then probably first receive a provincial 
name. In semi-civilTsed countries, with little free communica¬ 
tion, the spreading and knowledge of any new sub-breed wull 
be a slow process. As soon the points of value of the new 
sub-breed are once fully acjcriowledged, the principle, as I 
have called it, 04 unconscious selection will always tend,— 
perhaps more at on% period than at another, as the breed 
rises or falls in fashion,—pferhaps more in one district than in 
another, according to the state of civilisation of the inhabit¬ 
ants,—slowly to add to the characteristic features of the breed, 
whatever they may Ije- But the chance will be infinitely small 
of any record having been preserved of such slow, varying,^ 
and insensible changes. 

I must now, say a few words on the circumstances, favour¬ 
able, or the reverse, to man's power of selection. A high 
degree of variability is obviously favourable, as freely givint; 
the materials for selection to work on; not that mer^ 
individual differences are not amply sufficient, with extreme 
care, to allow of the accumulation of a large amount of 
modification in almost any desired direction. But as 
variations manifestly useful or pleasing to man appear only 
occasionally the chance of their appearance will be much 
increased by a large number of individuals being kept; and 
hence this comes to be of the highest knportancsi to success. 
On dus prim:iple Marshall has remarked, with respect to the 
slieep of pafts of Yorkshire, that “ as they generally belong 
to poor people, and ate mostly in small lotSy they never can 
be improved.” On the other hand, nurserymen, from raising 
large stocks of the same plants, are generally far more 
successful than amatetjrs in getting new and valuable varieties 
Tbe keeping of a large number of individuals of a species in 
any country requires that the species should be placed under 
favourable conditions of life, so as to breed freely in that 
country. When the individuals of any species are scanty, all 
the individuals, whatever their quality may be, will generally , 
Be allowed to^reed, and this will effectually prev^^t selection. 
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But probably the most important point of all, is, that the animal 
or plant should be so highly useful to man, or so muclf valued 
by him, that the closest attention should be paid to eve/i the 
slightest deviation in the qualities or structure of each individual. 
Unless such attention be paid nothing can be effected. I 
have seen it gravely remarkt^, that it was most fortunate that 
strawberry began to vary just when gardeners began to 
attend closely to this plant. No doubt the^ strawberry had 
always varied since it was cultivate^, but the slight varieties 
had been neglected. As soon, however, as gardeners picked 
out individual plants with sligl^tly larger, earlier, or better 
fruit, and raised seedlings from them, and <again picked out 
the best seedlings and bred from them, thpn, there appeared 
(aided by some crossing with distinct«species) those many 
admirable varieties of the strawberry which have been raised 
during the last thirty or forty years. 

In the case of animals with separate sexes, facility in 
preventing crosses is an important elemant of success in the 
■formation of new races,—at least, in a country which is already 
stocked with other races. In this respect enclosure of the 
land plays a part. Wandering savages or the r inhabitants of 
open plains rarely possess more than one breed of the same 
^jjccies. Pigeons can be mated for life, and this is a great 
convenience to the fancier, for thus many races may be kept 
true, though mingled in the same aviary 3 and this circum¬ 
stance must have largely favoured the improvement and 
formation of new breeds. Pigeons, I may add, can be 
propagated in great numbers and at a very quick rate, and 
■^inferior birds may be freely rejected, as when killed, they 
serve for food. On the other hand, cats, from their nocturnal 
rambling habits, cannot be matched, and, although so much 
valued by women and children, we hardly ever See a 4i^in9t 
breed kept up 5 such breeds as we do sometimes see are 
almost always imported from some other country, often from 
islands. Although I do not doubt that some domestic 
miimals vary less than others, yet the rarity or absence of 
distinct breeds of the cat, the donkey,\ peacock, goose, &c., 
may be attributed in main part to selection not living been 
brc'ight into play: in cats, from the difficulty in pairing them; 
in donkeys, from only a few being kept by poor people, and 
little attention paid to their breading; in peacocks, from not 
, beinj^ very easily reared and a large stock not kept; in geese, 
from being taluable only for two purposes, food* and feathers, 
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|;and more especially from no pleasure having been felt in the 
^^display df distinct breeds, 

To^um up on the origin of our Domestic Races of animals 
Jand plants. I believe that the conditions of life, from their 
reaction on <he reproductive system,»are so far of the highest 
^-importance as causing variability.*' I do not believe that 
'^variability is an inherent and necessary contingency, under all 
A circumstances, with a]] organic beings, as some authors have 
Hhought. The effects of isariability are modified by various 
I degrees of inheritance and of reversion. Variability is 
•^governed by many unknown l-:tws, more especially by that of 
correlation of growth. Something may be attributed to the 
direct action of thar conditions of life. Something must be 
attributed to use and disuse.^ The final result is thus rendered 
infinitely complex. In some cases, I do not doubt that the 
intercrossing of species, aboriginally distinct, has played an 
important part in the origin of our domestic productions. 
When in any country several domestic breeds have once been 
established, their occasional intercrossing, with the aid of 
selection, has, no doubt, largely aided in the formation of new 
tub-breeds; but the importance of the crossing of varieties 
flias, I believe, been’-greatly exaggerated, both in regard to 
'sjB-nimals and to those plants which are propagated by seed.- 
■ 4 n plants which are temporarily propagated by cuttings, 
)^uds, &c., the importance of the crossing both of distinct 
^Ipecies and of varieties is immense; for the cultivator here 
.^uite disregards the extreme variability both of hybrids and 
^ongrels, and the frequent sterility of hybrids; but the cases 
'^pf plants not propagated by seed are of little importance to us, 
|for their endurance is only temporary. Over all tl^jese causes 
•sbf Change I am convinced that the accumulative action of 

whether applied methodically and more quickly, or 
|inconsciously*and more slowly, but more efficiently, is by far 
;^he predominant Power. 



CHAPTER Il.« ' 

Variation under Nature. 

Variability—Individual differences— Doubtful species—Wide ranging, 
much diffused, and common species vary Species of the larger 

genera in any country vary more thanrthe species of the smaller 
genera—Many of the sj^ecies of thd larger genera resemble varieties 
in being very closely, but unequally, related to each other, and in 
having restricted ranges. 

Before applying the principles arrived Jtt in the last chapter 
X> organic beings in a state of nature, we must briefly discuss 
whether these latter are subject to any variation. To treat 
this subject at all properly, a long catalogue of dry facts 
should be given 3 but these I shall reserve; for my future work. 
p-Nor shall I here discuss the various definitions which have 
been given of the term species. No one definition has as yet 
satisfied all naturalists; yet every naturalist knows vaguely 
what he means when he speaks of a species. Generally the 
term includes the unknown element of a distinct act of 
creation. I'he term ** variety ” is almost equally difficult to 
define; but here community of descent is almost universally 
implied, though it can rarely be proved. We have also what 
are called monstrosities; but they graduate into varieties. 
By a monstrosity I presume is meant some conSderai^le 
deviation of structure in one part, either injurious to or not 
useful to the species, and not generally propagated. Some 
authors use the term “variation” in a technical sense, as 
• implying a modification directly due to the physical conditions 
of life; and “ variations ” in this senselare supposed not to be 
inherited: but who can say that the dwarfed'^conditioh of 
shells in the brackish waters of the Baltic, or dwarfed plants 
on Alpir.e summits, or the thicker fur of an animal from far 
northwards, would not in some* cases be inherited for at least 
soifie fewjgenerations ? and in this case I presume that the 
form woufj be called a variety. f . 
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Again, we have many slight differences which may be called 
individusft differences, such as are known frequently to appear 
in thai offspring from the same parents, or which may be 
presumed to have thus arisen, from being frequently observed 
in the individuals of the same species inhabiting the same 
confined locality. No one supposes that all the individuals 
of the same species are cast in the very same mould. These' 
individual differences ^re highly important for us, as they 
afford materials for nature'll selection to accumulate, in the 
same manner as man can accumulate in any given direction 
individual differences in his domesticated productions. These 
individual differences generally affect what naturalists consider 
unimportant parts; i)ut I could show by a long catalogue of 
facts, that parts which must be called important, whether 
viewed under a physiological or classificatory point of view, 
sometimes vary in the individuals of the same species. I 
am convinced that the most experienced naturalist would be 
surprised at the number of the cases of variability, even in 
important parts of structure, which he could collect on good 
authority, as I have collected, during a course of years. It 
should be remembered that systematists are far from pleased 
at finding variability 'in important characters, and that there 
are not many men who will laboriously examine internal and 
important organs, and compare them in many specimens of the 
same species. I should never have expected that the branch¬ 
ing of the main nerves close to the great central ganglion of 
an insect would have been variable in the same species; I 
should have expected that changes of this nature could have 
been effected only by slow degrees: yet quite recently Mr. 
Lubbock has shown a degree of variability in t^ese main 
nerves in Coccus, which may almost be compared to the 
irrqguklT branching of the stem of a tree. This philosophical 
naturalist, I Ulay add, has also quite recently shown that the 
muscles in the larvae of certain insects are very far from uniform. 
Authors sometimes argue in a circle when they state that 
important organs never vary; for these same authors practically 
rank that character as in|portant (as some few naturalists have 
honestly comfessed) which does not vary; and, under this 
point of view, no instance of an important part varying will 
ever be found: but under any other point of view many 
instances assuredly can be giveii. 

There is one point connected with individual d,ifferenc 5 s, 
which seems to me extremely perplexing: I referj^o those 
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genera which have sometimes been called “protean" or 
“polymorphic," in which the species present an Inordinate 
amount of variation ; and hardly two naturalists canr agree 
which forms to rank as species and which as vapeties. We 
may instance Rubus, Rosa, and Hieracium amongst plants, 
several genera of insects,»and several genera of Brachiopod 
^shells. In most polymorphic genera some of the species have 
fixed and definite characters. Genera ^vhich are»polymorphic 
in one country seem to be, wth some few exceptions, 
polymorphic in other countries, and likewisd, judging from 
Brachiopod shells, at former «periods of time. These facts 
seem to be very perplexing, for they seefn to show that this 
kind of variability is independent of thi conditions of life. 
I am inclined to suspect that we seS in these polymorphic 
genera variations in points of structure which are of no service 
or disservice to the species, and which consequently have not 
been seized on and rendered definite by natural selection, as 
hereafter will be explained. * 

Those forms which possess in some considerable degree 
the character of species, but which are so closely similar to 
some other forms, or are so closely linked to^them by inter¬ 
mediate gradations, that naturalists do hot like to rank them 
as distinct species, are in several respects the most important 
for us. We have every reason to believe that many of these 
doubtful and closely-allied forms have permanently retained 
their characters in their own country for a long time ; for as 
long, as far as we know, as have good and true species. 
Practically, when a naturalist can unite two forms together 
by others having intermediate characters, he treats the one 
as a variety of the other, ranking the most common, but some¬ 
times the one first Mescribed, as the species, ^and the''other 
as the variety. But cases of great difficulty^ whic'K'T will 
not here enumerate, sometimes occur in deciding whether 
or not to rank one form as a variety of another, even when 
they are closely connected by intermediate links; nor will the 
► commonly-assumed hybrid nature of the intermediate links 
always remove the difficulty. In vei^ many cases, however, 
one form is ranked as a variety of another, noV becausd the 
internudiate links have actually been found, but because 
analogy ’eacls the observer to suppose either that they do now 
somewhere exist, or may formerly have existed; and here a 
wiiie do^for the entry of doubt and conjecture is opened. - 
Henc»in determining whether a form shoUd be ranked as 
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ISL species or a variety, the opinion of naturalists having sound 
judgment f.nd wide experience seems the only guide to follow 
We must, however, in many cases, decide by a majority of 
tiaturalAts, for few well-marked and well-known varieties can 
be named wiiich have not been ranked as species by at least 
,:^ome competent judges. 

That varieties of this doubtful nature are far from uncommon 
cannot be disputed. Compare the several floras of Great 
Britain, of France or of the United States, drawn up by 
different botanists, and see what a surprising number of 
forms have been ranked by qjie botanist as good species, 
and by another aS; mere varieties-. Mr. H. C. Watson, to 
whom I lie under ^ep obligation for assistance of all kinds, 
^has marked for me 182 British plants, which are generally con- 
; sidered as varieties, but which have all been ranked by botanists 
1 as species; and in making this list he has omitted many 
trifling varieties, but which nevertheless have been ranked by 
some botanists as species, and he has entirely omitted several 
highly polymorphic genera. Under genera, including the 
most polymorphic forms, Mr, Babington gives 251 species, 
whereas Mr. B^ntham gives only 112,—a difference of 139 
doubtful forms! Aiyiongst animals which unite for each 
birth, and which are highly locomotive, doubtful forms, ranked 
by one zoologist as a species and by another as a variety, can 
rarely be found within the same country, but are common in 
separated areas, liow many of those birds and insects in 
North America and Europe, which differ very slightly from 
each other, have been ranked by one eminent naturalist as 
undoubted species, and by another as varieties, or, as they 
are often called, as geographical races 1 Many years ago, 
when comparing, and seeing others compare, the birds from 
the sepyyate islands of the Galapagos Archipelago, both one 
with another, and with those from the American mainland, 
I was much struck how entirely vague and arbitrary is the 
distinction between species and varieties. On the islets of 
the little Madeira group there are many insects which are 
cliaracterised as varieties^ in Mr. Wollaston’s admirable work, 
but which it Ci^nnot be (^ubted would be ranked as distinct 
species by many entomologists. Even Ireland has a few 
animals, now generally regarded as varieties, but which have 
;been ranked as species by some zoologists. Several most 
inexperienced ornithologists consider our British red grouse ^ 
4only a strongly-marked race of a Norwegian speciesj where^ 
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the greater number rank it as an undoubted species pecul 
to Great Britain, A wide distance between the; homes 
two doubtful forms leads many naturalists to rank both 
distinct species; but what distance, it has been welf ask> 
will suffice ? if that between America and Europe Is ample, ^ 
that between the Continent and the Azores, or Madeira, 
the Canaries, or Ireland,T)e sufficient? It must be admit 
that many forms, considered by highly-competent judges 
varieties, have so perfectly the character of *species that t 
are ranked by other highly-competent judges as good : 
true species. But to discuss whether they are rightly ca 
species or varieties, before? any definitior of these terms 
been generally accepted, is vainly to beat the air. 

Many of the cases of strongly-marked varieties or doul 
species well deserve consideratioft; for several interesting 1 
of argument, from geographical distribution, analogical variat 
hybridism, &c,, have been brought to bear on the attemp 
determine their rank, I will here give only a single instano 
the well-known one of the primrose and cowslip, or Prin 
veris and elation These plants differ considerably in app 
ance; they have a different flavour and emit a different ode 
they flower at slightly different periods; they grow in some\ 
different stations; they ascend mountains to different heig 
they have different geographical ranges; and lastly, accor 
to very numerous experiments made during several yean 
that most careful observer Gartner, they can be crossed 
with much difficulty. We could hardly wish for better evidi 
of the two forms being specifically distinct. On the other h 
they are united by many intermediate links, and it is 
doubtful whether these links are hybrids; and there is 
it seems* to me, an overwhelming amount of experime 
evidence, showing that they descend from ccmmoii par4 
and consequently must be ranked as varieties. 

Close investigation, in most cases, will bring naturalist 
an agreement how to r?nk doubtful forms. Yet it mus 
confessed, that it is in the best-known countries that we 
the greatest number of forms of doubtful value. I have 1 
struck with the fact, that if any anin\al or plam in a stat^ 
naiure be higiily useful to man, or from any cause clc 
attr 'Ct his attention, varieties of it will almost universall 
found recorded. These varieties, moreover, will be c 
Utnked by some authors as species. Look at the com 
oak, hoiA closely it has been studied; yet German au 



49 


VARIATION UNDER NATURE. • 

• 

inaKes more than a dozen species out of forms, which are 
very g#ierally considered as varieties ; and in this country the 
highest botanical authorities and practical men can he quoted 
to snow that the sessile and pedunculated oaks are either good 
and distinct species or mere varieties. 

When a young naturalist comi^ences the study of a group 
of organisms quite unknown to him, he is at first much 
perplexed to determiqp what differences to consider as specific, 
and what as varieties; f^r he knows nothing of the amount 
and kind of variation to which the group is subject; and this 
shows, at least, how very gi^ne^lly there is some variation. 
But if he confine tiis attention to one class within one country, 
he will soon mak« up his mind how to rank most of the 
doubtful forms. His ^enetal tendency will be to make many 
species, for he will become imi)resscd, just like the pigeon 
or poultry-fancier before alluded to, with the amount of 
difference in the forms which he is continually studying; 
and he has little general knowledge of analogical variation 
in other groups and in other countries, by which to correct' ' 
his first impressions. As he extends the range of his ob¬ 
servations, he ivill meet with more cases of difficulty; for 
he will encounter » greater number of closely-allied forms. 
But if his observations be widely extended, he will in the 
tnd generally be enabled to make up his own mind which 
;o call varieties and which species; but he* will succeed in 
his at the cxjiense of admitting much variation,—and the 
ruth of this admission will often be disputed by other 
naturalists. When, moreover, he comes to study allied forms 
jrought fron* countries not now continuous, in which case < 
le can hardly hope to find the intermediate links between 
lis ck)ul)lful forms, he will have to trust almosf entirely to 
iqp.lofjy*; and \us difficulties will rise to a climax. 

Certainly rib clear line of demarcation has as yet been 
Irawn between species and sub-; pccies—that is, the forms 
vhich in the opinion of some naturalists come very near to, 
>at do not quite arrive at the rank of species; or, again, 
)clween sub species a.Tid well-marked varieties, or between 
esser varieties and individual differences. These differences 
)lend into each other in an insensible series; and a series 
mpresses the mind with the idea of an actual passage. 

Hence I look at individual differences, though of small 
nterest to the systematist, as of high importance for as 
jeing the first itep towards such slight varieties ai are barely 
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thought worth recording in works on natural history. And 
1 look at varieties which are in any degree more distinct and 
permanent, as stei)s leading to more strongly marked and rqoxe 
permanent varieties ; and at these latter, as leading to sub¬ 
species, and to species. The passage from one* stage of 
difference to another and t»igher stage may he, in some 
ecses, due merely to the long-continued action of different 
physical conditions in two different regipns ; but^l have not 
much faith in this view; and I att^ilmte the passage of a 
variety, from a state in which it differs very slightly from its 
parent to one in which it differs n?ore, to the action of natural 
selection in accumulating (as will hereaftdi^ be more fully 
explained) differences of structure in certain definite directions. 
Hence 1 believe a w^ell-marked variety may be justly called an 
incipient species; but whether this belief be justifiable must 
be judged of by the general weight of the several facts and 
views given throughout this work. 

It need not |je supposed that all varieties or incipient 
species necessarily attain the rank of species. They may 
whilst in this incipient state become extinct, or they may 
endure as varieties for very long periods, as has been shown 
to be the case by Mr. Wollaston with the'varieties of certain 
fossil land-shells in Madeira. If a variety were to flourish so 
as to exceed in numbers the parent-species, it would then 
rank as the species, and the species as the variety ; or it might 
come to supplant and exterminate the parent-spccie.s; or both 
might co-exist, and both rank as independent species. But 
we shall hereafter have to return to this subject. 

From these remarks it will be seen that 1 look at the term 
species, as one arbitrarily given for the sake of convenience 
to a set of individuals closely resembling each other, and Vhat 
it does not essentially differ from the term variety, which *s 
given to less distinct and more fluctuating forms! The term 
variety, again, in comparison with mere individual differences 
ts also applied arbitrarily, and for mere convenience sake. 

Guided by theoretical considerations, I thought that some 
interesting results might be ootained in: regard to the nature 
and lelations ot the species which vari^ most, by tabulating 
all the varieties in several well-worked’ floras. At first this 
seemed a simple task; but Mr. H. 1). Watson, to whom I 
am much indebted for valuable advice and assistance on 
this subject, soon convinced me that there were many diffi¬ 
culties, as ^ad subsequently Dr. Hooker, even in stronger 
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terms. I shall reserve for my future work the discussion of 
these fdifficulties, and the tables themselves of the proportional 
numbers of the varying species. Dr. Hooker permits me to 
atlcJ, that after having carefully read my manuscript, and 
examined the tables, he thinks ^hat the following statements 
are fairly well establislied. whole subject, however, 

treated as it necessarily here is with much brevity, is rather 
perplexing, and allusions cannot be avoided to the “ struggle 
for existence,’’ ‘‘divergence of character,” and other questions, 
hereafter to te discussed. 

Alph. De Candolle and osiers have shown that plants which 
have very wide-ranges generally present varieties ; and this 
might have been <!xpected, as they become exposed to diverse 
physical conditions, and a% they come into competition (which, 
as we shall hereafter see, is a far more important circumstance) 
with different sets of organic beings. Hut my tables further 
show that, in any limited country, the species which are 
most common, tlu'U is af)ound most in individuals, and the 
species which are most widely diffused within their own ^ 
country (and this is a different consideration from wide 
range, and Xfi a certain extent from commonness), often 
give rise to varictfces sufficiently well-marked to have been 
recorded in botanical works. Hence it is the most flourish¬ 
ing, or, as they may be called, the dominant species,—those 
which range widely over the world, are the most diffused 
in their own country, and are the most numerous in in¬ 
dividuals,—which oftenest produce well-marked varieties, or, 
as I consider them, incipient species. And this, perhaps, 
iniglu have been anticipaled; for, as varieties, in order 
Viecome in any degree permanent, necessarily have to struggle 
with the other inhabitants of the country, the Species which 
i^re« already* dominant will be the most likely to yield off¬ 
spring whidi, thoiigli in some slight degree modified, will 
still inherit those advantages that enabled their parents to 
become dominant over their compatriots. 

If the plants inhabiting a country and described in any 
Flora be divided into, two equal masses, all those in the larger 
genera beiitg placed | 3 n one side, and all those in the smaller 
genera on the other side, a somewhat larger number of the 
very common and much diffused or dominant species will be 
found on the side of the larger genera. This, again, might 
liave been anticipated ; for the mere fact of many species of 
the same ger^us inhabiting any country, shows ithat there is 
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something in the organic or inorganic conditions of that country 
favourable to the genus; and, consequently, we miglj^; have 
expected to have found in the larger genera, or those including 
many species, a large proportional number of dominant species. 
But so many causes tend fo obscure this result, lhat 1 am 
surprised that my tables show even a small majority on the 
ijide of the larger genera, I will here allude to only two causes 
of obscurity. Fresh-watcr and salt-lovinj^plants have generally 
very wide ranges and are much diffused, but this seems to 
be connected with the nature of tne stations inhabited by 
them, and has little or no rclati 9 n to the size of the genera 
to which the siKries belong.' Again, plants*^low in the scale 
of organisation arc generally much more widely diffused than 
plants higher in the scale; and h^re again there is no close 
relation to the size of the genera. The cause of lowly-organised 
])lants ranging widely will l>e discussed in our chapter on 
geograjihieal distribution. 

From looking at sjiecios as only strongly-marked and well- 
'■ defined varieties, I was led to anticipate that the species of 
the larger genera in eacli country would ofiener present varieties, 
than the species of the smaller genera; for wherever many 
closely related s[)ecies (/.e, species of the^ same genus) have 
been formed, many ^arietles or incipient species ought, as a 
general rule, to be now forming. Where many large trees 
grow, we expect to find saplings. Where many species of a 
genus have been formed through variation, circumstances have 
been favourable for variation ; and hence we might expect that 
the circumstances would generally be still favourable to 
^variation. On the other hand, if we look at each spec'cs as 
a special act of creation, there is no apparent reason why 
more varictior should* occur in a group having many speeies, 
tlian in one having few. - 

To test the truth of this anticipation I have arranged the 
plants of twelve countries, and the colco])terous insects of two 
districts, into two nearly equal masses, the species of the 
larger genera on one side, and those of the smaller genera on 
the other side, and it has invariably proved to be the case that 
a huger proi^ortion of the species on t) le side eff the larger 
genera pieheni vaiieties, than on the side of the smaller genera. 
MoreoA er, the species of the large genera which present any 
varieties, invariably present a larger average number of varieties 
than^do the species of the small genera. Both these results 
follow wlierL another division is made, and ,wlien all the 
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smallest genera, with from only one to four species, are 
absolufely excluded from the tables. These facts are of plain 
signification on the view that species are only strongly marked 
and permanent varieties; for wherever many species of the 
same gem!s have been formed, oj where, if we may use the 
expression, the manufactory of ^species has been active, we 
ought generally to find the manufactory still in action, mow 
especially as we havg every reason to believe the process of 
manufacturing new species to be a slow one. And this 
certainly is tife case, if varieties be looked at as incipient 
sjiecies; for my tables clcajly show as a general rule that, 
wherever many *»i)ecies of a genus have been formed, the 
species of that genrjs present a number of varieties, that is of 
incipient species, beyond the average. It is not that all large 
genera are now varying much, and are thus increasing in the 
numljer of their species, or that no small genera are now 
varying and increasing; for if this bad been .so, it would have 
l)een fatal to my theory ; inasmuch as geology j)lainly tells us 
that small genera have in the lapse of time often increased ' 
greatly in size ; and that large genera have often come to 
their maxima,, declined, and dis.appeared. All that we want 
to show is, that wkere many species of a genus have been 
formed, on an average many are still forming; and this 
holds good. 

There are other relations between the*si)ecies of large 
genera and their recorded varieties which deserve notice. ^Vc 
have seen that there is no infallible criterion by which to 
distinguish species and well-marked varieties; and in those 
cases in which intermediate links have not been found between ; 
doubtful forms, naturalists are compelled to come to a deter¬ 
mination by the amount of difference bfitween them, judging 
tjy asialogy v?hether or not the amount suffices to raise one or 
both to the fank of species. Hence the amount of difference 
is one very im])ortant criterion in settling whether two forms 
should be ranked as species or varieties. Now Fries has 
remarked in regard to plants, and Westwood in regard to 
insects, that in large genera the amount of difference between 
the species *is often Exceedingly small. I have endeavoured 
to test this numerically by averages, and, as far as my imperfect 
results go, they always confirm the view. I have also con¬ 
sulted some sagacious and most experienced observers, and, 
after deliberation, they concur in this view. In this respect, 
therefore, the species of the larger genera resem';)le varieties, 
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more th;in do the species of the smaller genera. Or the case 
may be put in another way, and it may be saidj thdft in the 
larger genera, in which a number of varieties or incipient 
species greater than the average are now manufacturing, many 
of the species already manufactured still to a ceftain extent 
resemble varieties, for they, differ from each other by a less 
i'han usual amount of difference. 

Moreover, the species of the large geqera are related to each 
other, in the same manner as the viyieties of any one species 
are related to each other. No naturalist pretends that all 
the si)ecies of a genus are eqi^lly distinct from each other ; 
they may generally be divided into sub-geiYara, or sections, or 
lesser groups. As Fries has well remarked, little groups of 
species are generally clustered like satellites around certain 
other species. And what arc varieties but groups of forms, 
unequally related to each other, and clustered round certain 
forms—that is, round their parent-species? Undoubtedly 
there is one most important point of difference between 
varieties and species; namely, that the amount of difference 
between varieties, when compared with each other or with 
theif parent-species, is much less than that bettveen the s[)ecies 
of the same genus. But when we come to discuss the principle, 
as I call it, of Divergence of Cliaracter, we shall see how this 
may be explained, and how the lesser differences between 
varieties will to increase into the greater differences 

between s[)ecies. 

There is one other point which seems to me worth notice. 
Varieties generally have much restricted ranges : this statement 
is indeed scarcely more than a truism, for if a variety were 
found to have a wider range th;in that of its supposed parent- 
species, the?r denommations ought to be reversed. But ‘there 
is also reason to believe, that those species which are v^ry 
closely allied to other species, and in so far reseinble varieties, 
often have much restricted ranges. For instance, Mr. H. C. 
^ 7 atson has marked for me in the well-sifted London Catalogue 
of Plants (4th edition) 63 plants which are therein ranked as 
species, but which he considers as so closely allied to other 
species as to be of doubtful value: th^se 63 reputed species 
range on an average over 6*9 of the provinces into which 
Mr. >Vatson has divided Great Britain. Now, in this same 
catalogue, 53 acknowledged varieties are recorded, and these 
raty';e over 77 provinces; whereas, the species to which th^se 
varieties Ijelong range over 14*3 provinces.!- So that the 
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.acknowledged varieties have very nearly the same restricted 
average|range, as have those very closely allied forms, marked 
for me by Mr. Watson as doubtful species, but which are 
almost universally ranked by British botanists as good and 
true species. ^ 

Finally, then, varieties have thi same general characters af| 
species, for they cannot be distinguished from species,— 
except, firstly, by the discovery of intermediate linking forms, 
and the occurrence of Ibch links cannot affect the actual 
characters of the forms which they connect; and except, 
secondly, by a ceiiain amount of*difference, for two forms, if 
differing very little^ are generally ranked as varieties, notwith¬ 
standing that intermediate linking forms have not been dis¬ 
covered ; but the amount of^ difference considered necessary to 
give to two forms the rank of species is quite indefinite. In 
genera having more than the average number of species in any 
country, the specici^ of these genera have more than the 
average number of varieties. In large genera the species are 
apt to be closely, but unequally, allied together, forming little 
clusters round fertain species. Species very closely allied to 
other species apparqptly having restricted ranges. In all these 
several respects the species of large genera present a strong 
analogy with varieties. And we can clearly understand these 
analogies, if species have once existed as varieties, and have 
thus originated ; whereas, these analogies are utterly inexplic¬ 
able if each species has been independently created. 

We have, also, seen that it is the most flourishing and 
domir\^nt species of the larger genera which on an average 
vary most; and varietic.s, as we shall hereafter see, tend to 
become converted into new and distinct •species. • The larger 
geneta thus tend to become larger; and throughout nature the 
fdrms of lifew which are now dominant tend to become still 
more dominant by leaving many modified and dominant 
descendants. But by steps hereafter to be explained, the 
-arger genera also tend to break up into smaller genera. And 
thus, the forms of life throughout the universe become divided 
into groups •oubordina^e to groups. 
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litiirs on natural selection—The term in a wide sense—G.cometrical 
])owers of increase—Rapid increase of naluraiistf^^ animals and plants— 
Nature of the checks to increase—tConipetidon universal—Effects 
of climate—Protection from the number of individuals—Complex 
relations of all animals and jilanis throughout nature—Slru^Ie for 
life most severe between individuals and varieties of the same species ; 
often severe between species of t)ie same genus—The relation of 
ojganism to organism the most important of all relations. 

Rkfokk entering on the subject of this chapter, I must make 
a few preliminary remarks, to show how ;he struggle for 
existence bears on Natural Selection. It. has been seen in 
the last chapter that amongst organic beings in a state of 
^nature there is some individual variability; indeed I am not 
aware that this has ever been disputed. It is immaterial for 
us whether a multitude of doubtful forms be called species or 
sub-species or ^a^icties ; what rank, for instance, the two or 
three hundred doubtful forms of British plants are entitled to 
^hold, if the existence of any well-marked varieties be admitted. 
But the mere existence of individual variability and of some 
tew well-marked varieties, though necessary as the foundation 
lor the work, helps us hut little in understanding'"how species 
arise in nature. How have all those exquisite adaptations of 
one part of the organisation to another part, and to the con- 
dcions of life, and of one distinct organic being to another 
being, been perfected? We see these beautiful co-adaptations 
most plainly in the woodpecker and misseltoe; and only a 
little .ess plainly in the humblest parasite which c\ings to the 
hairs a quadruped or feathers of a bird; in the structure 
ot the beetle which dives through the water; in the plumed 
seed whah is wafted by the gentlest bree/e; in short, we see 
beautiful adaptations everywhere and in every part of the 
organic world. ' 
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• Again, it may be asked, how is it that varieties, which I have 
called intCpient species, become ultimately converted >fito good 
and distinct species, which in most cases ohviousljr'differ from 
each.othcr far more than do the varieties of the sarde species ? 
How do thbse groups of species, ^vhich constitute what , 
called distinct genera, and which differ from each other more 
than do the species of the same* genus, arise ?v AU these 
results, as we shall more fully see in the next chapttrt*, fallow 
inevitably from the struggle for life. Owing to this struggle 
for life, any variation, however slight and from whatever cause 
jKoceeding, if it be in any dcgfee j)rofitable to an individual 
of any species, inwts infinitely complex relations to other 
organic beings an(l to external nature, will tend to the 
preservation of that individual, and will generally be inherited 
by its offspring. The offspring, also, will thus have a better 
chance of surviving, for, of the many individuals of any species 
which are periodically born, but a small number can survive. 

I have called this principle, by which each slight variation, if 
useful, is preserved, by the term of Natural Selection, in order 
to mark its relation to m?>n's power of selection. We have 
seen that man by selection can certainly produce great results, 
and can adapt organic beings to his own uses, through the 
accumulation of slight but useful variations, given to him 
by the hand of Nature. But Natural Selection, as we shall 
hereafter see, is a power incessantly ready for action, and is as 
immeasurably superior to i:i 's feeble efforts, as the works of 
Nature are to those of Art. 


We will now discuss in a little more detail the struggle for 
existence. In my future work this subject shall be treated, 
as it well deserves, at much greater length. The elder 
De Candolle and Lyell have largely and philosophically shown 
that all organic beings are exposed to severe competition. 
In regard, to plants, no one has treated this subject with more 
spirit and ability than W. Herbert, Dean of Mancliester, 
evidently the result of his great horticultural knowledge. 
Nothing is easier than to admit in words the truth of the 
universal struggle for life, or more difficult—at least I have 
found it so—than constantly to bear this conclusion in mind. 
Yet unless it be thorolighly engrained in the mind, I am 
convinced that the whole economy of nature, with every fact 
on distribution, rarity, abundance, extinction, and variation, will 
be dimly seen or quite misunderstood. We behold the face of 
nature bright vv^th gladness, we often see superabundan\ie 
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of food; we do not see, or we forget, that the birds which 
are idly singing round us mostly live on insects ot* seeds, 
and are thus constantly destroying life; or we forget how 
largely these songsters, or their eggs, or their nestlings, are 
destroyed by birds and tfcasts of prey; we do \iot always 
bear in mind, that though food may be now superabundant, 
^^t is not so at all seasons of each recurring year. 

I should premise that I use the term Struggle for Existence 
in a large and metaphorical sense,^including dependence of 
one being on another, and including (which is more important) 
not only the life of the individual, but success in leaving 
l)rogeny. Two canine animals in a time of dearth, may be 
truly said to struggle with each other which, shall get food and 
live. Put a jdant on the edge of,»a desert is said to struggle 
for life against the drought, though more properly it should 
be said to be deixudent on the moisture. A plant which 
annually produces a thousand seeds, of which on an average 
only one comes to maturity, may be mors truly said to struggle 
with the plants of the same and other kinds which already 
clothe the ground. The misseltoe is dependent on the apple 
and a few other trees, but can only in a far-fftched sense be 
said to struggle with these trees, for if too many of these para¬ 
sites grow on the same tree, it will languish and die. But 
several seedling misseltoes, growing close together on the same 
branch, may mewe truly be said to struggle with each other. 
As the misseltoe is disseminated by birds, its existence 
depends on birds; and it may metaphorically be said to 
struggle with other fi uit-bearing plants, in order to tempt birds 
to devour and thus disseminate its seeds rather than those of 
other plants. In these several senses, which pass into each 
other, 1 us* for convenience sake the general term of struggle 
for existence. « 

A strug.;!r for existence inevitably follows from the high 
rate at whicli all organic beings tend to increase. Every 
being, which during its natural lifetime produces several eggs 
or seeds, must suffer destruction during some period of its 
life, and during some season or occasional year, otherwise, 
on the principle of geometrical increase, its nilmbers would 
quickly become so inordinately great that no country could 
support the product. Hence, as more individuals are pro¬ 
duced than can possibly survive, there must in every case be 
a ^ruggle for existence, either one individual with another of 
thffsame species, or with the individuals of (listinct speci'es,. 
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or with the physical conditions of life. It is the doctrine of 
Malthul* applied with manifold force to the whole animal and 
vegetable kingdoms; for in this case there can be no artificial 
increase of food, and no prudential restraint from marriage. 
Although Some species may be naw increasing, more or less 
rapidly, in numbers, all cannot (^o so, for the world would 
not hold them. i 

There is no exceptipn to the rule that every organic being 
naturally increases at so ^high a rate, that if not destroyed, 
the earth would soon be covered by the progeny of a single 
pair. Even slow-breeding ir^n has doubled in twenty-five 
years, and at this^rate, in a few tiiousand years, there would 
literally not be starvling room for his progeny. Linnaeus has 
calculated that if an annuaUplant produced only two seeds— 
and there is no plant so unproductive as this—and their 
seedlings next year produced two, and so on, then in twenty 
years there would be a million plants. The elephant is 
reckoned to be the slowest breeder of all known animals, and 
1 have taken some pains to estimate its probable minimum 
rate of natural increase : it will be under the mark to assume 
that it breeds when thirty years old, and goes on breeding till 
ninety years old, bringing forth three pair of young in this 
interval; if this be so, at the end of the fifth century there 
would be alive fifteen million elephants, descended from the 
first pair. • 

I)Ut we have better evidence on this subject than mere 
theoretical calculations, namely, the numerous recorded cases 
of the astonishingly rapid increase of various animals in a 
state ®f nature, when circumstances have been favourable 
to them during two or three following seasons. Still more 
strikftig is the evidence from our domestic aniinais of many 
kipdy which h*ave run wild in several parts of the worW : if the 
statements of*the rate of increase of slow-breeding cattle and 
horses in South-Ainerica, and latterly in Australia, had not 
been well authenticated, they would have been quite incredible. 
So it is with plants : cases could be given of introduced plants 
which have become common thrc;ughoiit whole islands in 
a period of less than ^en years. Several of the plants now 
most numerous over fhe wide plains of La Llata, clothing 
^.quare leagues of surface almost to the exclusion of all other 
plants, have been inifroduced from Europe; and there are 
plfints which now range in India, as I hear from Dr. Falconer, 
-from Cape Cqmorin to the Himalaya, which have biten 
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imported from America since its discovery. In such cases, 
and endless instances could be given, no one supposes that 
the fertility of these animals or plants has been suddenly and 
temporarily increased in any sensible degree. The obvious 
explanation is that the conditions of life have been very 
faTOurablc, and tliat there has consequently been less destruc- 
(I tion of the old and young,' and that nearly all the young have 
been enabled to breed. In such cases the gjeometrical ratio 
of increase, the result of which qever fails to be surprising, 
simply explains the extraordinarily rapid increase and wide 
diffusion of naturalised productions in their new homes. 

In a state of nature almost every plant «produces seed, and 
amongst animals there are very few which do not annually 
pair. Hence we may confident^ assert, that all plants and 
animals are tending to increase at a geometrical ratio, that all 
would most rapidly stock every station in which they could 
any how exist, and that the geometrical tendency to increase 
must be checked by destruction at some period of life. Our 
familiarity with the larger domestic animals tends, I think, to 
mislead us: we see no great destruction falling on them, and 
we forget that thousands are annually slaughtered for food, 
and that in a state of nature an equal number would have 
somehow to be disposed of. 

The only difl'erc.nce between organisms which annually 
produce eggs or seeds by the thousand, and those which 
produce extremely few, is, that the slow-breedcrs would require 
a few more )^ears to people, under favourable conditions, a 
whole district, let it be ever so large. The condor lays a 
couple of eggs and the ostrich a score, and yet in tfce same 
country the condor may be the more numerous of the two ; 
the Fulmar petrel lays but one egg, yet it is believed*"to be 
the most numerous bird in the world. Ode fly deposits 
hundreds of eggs, and another, like the hippobosca, a single 
one; but this difference does not determine how many indi¬ 
viduals of the two species can be supported in a district. A 
large number of eggs is of some importance to those species, 
xvhich depend on a rapidly fluctuating amount of food, for 
it jllows them rapidly to increase in number. * But the real 
importance of a large number of egjs or seeds is to make 
up for much destruction at some period of life; and this 
period in the great niajority of cases is an early one. If an 
animal can in any way protect its own eggs or young, a small 
number may be produced, and yet the average stock be fully 
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;^ept up ; but if many eggs or young are destroyed, many must 
|be produced, or the species will become extinct It would 
l$uffice to keep up the full number of a tree, which lived on 
ijfen average for a thousand years, if a single seed were produced 
;|f)nce in a thousand years, supposing .that this seed were never 
destroyed, and could be ensured to germinate in a fitting place. 
So that in all cases, the average number of any animal oi 
depends only indirectly on the number of its eggs or 

looking at- Nature, it is most necessary to keep the 
■foregoing considerations always,in mind—never to forget that 
every single organic being around us may be said to be 
striving to the utmost to increase in numbcis; that each lives 
by a struggle at some period of its life ; that heavy destruction 
inevitably falls cither on the young or old, during each genera- 
' tion or at recurrent intervals. Lighten any check, mitigate 
f the destruction ever so little, and the number of the species 
twill almost instantaneously increase to any amount. The face 
; of Nature may be compared to a yielding surface, with ten 
"^thousand sharp wedges packed close together and driven in- 
^^Xvards by incessant blows, sometimes one wedge being struck, 
/^nd then another with.greater force. 

I? What checks the natural tendency of each species to increase 
number is most obscure. Look at the most vigorous 
l^^pecies; by as much as it swarms in numbers, by so much 
%ill its tendency to increase be still further increased. We 
r^now jiot exactly what the checks are in even one single 
instance. Nor will this surprise any one who reflects how 
ignorant, we are on this head, even in regard to mankind, 
so incomparably better known than any other animal. This 
subjeci has been ably treated by several aifthors, and I shall, 
in my future wefrk, discuss some of the checks at considerable 
length, more e9{:)ecially in regard to the feral animals of South 
America. Here 1 will make only a few remarks, just to recall 
to the reader’s mind some of the chief points. Eggs or very 
‘ ytiung animals seern generally to suffer most, but this is not 
invariably the case. With plants there is a vast destruction 
of seeds, but,'from some observations which I have made, 
I believe t’uat it is th^ seedlings which suffcT most from 
^germinating in ground already thickly stocked with other 
volants. Seedlings, als^ are destroyed in vast numbers by 
;^arious enemies ; for instance, on a piece of ground three 
Tlfeet long and two wide, dug and cleared, and where thef^ 
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could be no choking from other plants, I marked all the 
seedlings of our native weeds as they came up, Aid out of 
the 357 no less than 295 were destroyed, chiedy by slugs and 
insects. If turf which has long been mown, and the case 
would be the same with* turf closely browsed b;^ quadrupeds, 
be let to grow, the more ^'igorous plants gradually kill the less 
vigorous, though fully grown, plants; thus out of twenty 
species growing on a little [dot of Jurf (three feet by four) 
nine species perished from the ojhcr species being allowed to 
grow up freely. 

The amount of food fpr qich species of course gives the 
extreme limit to which each can increase; but very frequently 
it is not the obtaining food, but the se^:ving as prey to other 
animals, which determines the average numbers of a species. 
Thus, there seems to be little doubt that the stock of partridges, 
grouse, and hares on any large estate depends chiefly on the 
destruction of vermin. If not one head of game were shot 
during the next twenty years in lingland, and, at the same 
time, if no vermin were destroyed, there would, in all proba¬ 
bility, be less game than at present, although hundreds of 
thousands of game animals are now annually killed. On the 
other hand, in some cases, as with the elephant and rhinoceros, 
none are destroyed by beasts of prey: even the tiger in India 
most rarely dares to attack a young elephant protected by 
its dam. • 

Climate plays an important part in determining the average 
numbers of a species, and periodical seasons of extreme cold 
or drought, I believe to be the most effective of all checks. 
I estimated that the winter of 1854-55 destroyed four-fifths 
of the birds in my own grounds; and this is a tremendous 
destruction, when we remember that ten per cenfe is an 
extraordinarily severe mortality from epidehiics witii pian. 
The action of climate seems at first sight to be quite in¬ 
dependent of the struggle for existence; but in so far as 
climate chiefly acts in reducing food, it brings on the most 
se\ere struggle between the individuals, whether of the same 
or of distinct species, which subsist on the same kind of food. 
Even when climate, for instance extreme cold, acts directly, 
It will be the least vigorous, or tho^;e which have got least 
foud through the advancing winter, which will suffer most. 
When we travel from south to nortlllJ, or from a damp region 
to a dry, we invariably see some species gradually getting ^rarer 
and rarer, and finally disappearing ; and the^change of clmate* 
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mg conspicuous, we are tempted to attribute the whole 
“ct to its direct action. But this is a very false view: we 
get that each species, even where it most abounds, is con- 
ntly suffering enormous destruction at some period of its 
, from eneliiies or from compctitoi® for the same place and 
d; and if these enemies or competitors be in the least 
^ree favoured by any slight change of climate, they will 
rease in numbers, an^, as each area is already fully stocked 
h inhabitants, the other ^pecies will decrease. When we 
vel southward and see a species decreasing in numbers, 
may feel sure that the caus^lie^s quite as much in other 
cics l)eing favour^id, as in this one being hurt. So it is 
en we travel northward, but in a somewhat lesser degree, 
the number of species of all kinds, and therefore of com- 
^titors, decreases northwards; hence in going northward, or 
ascending a mountain, we far oftener meet with stunted 
due to the directly injurious action of climate, than we 
Mb in proceeding southwards or in descending a mountain. 
§i^’licn we reach the Arctic regions, or snow-capped summits, 
absolute deserts, the struggle for life is almost exclusively 
Tth the elements. 

That climate acts in main part indirectly by favouring other 
ecies, we may clearly see in the prodigious number of plants 
our gardens which can perfectly well endure our climate, 
which never become naturalised, for they cannot compete 
our native plants, nor resist destruction by our native 
^imals. 

;.t5 When a Species, owing to highly favourable circumstances, 
lMcreases.inordinatcly in numbers in a small tract, epidemics— 
^ least, this seems generally to occur with our game animals— 
,rii^en ensue ; and here we have a limiting theck independent 
q| the ‘Struggle* for life. But even some of these so-called 
^idemics appear to be due to parasitic worms, which have 
some cause, possil^ly in part through facility of diffusion 
jg^emgst the crowded animals, been disproportionably favoured: 
0 here comes in a sort of struggle between the parasite and 

On the other hand, in many cases, a large stock of individuals 
the same species, relalively to the numbers of its enemies, 
absolutely necessary |or its preservation. Thus we can 
sily raise plenty of cJrn and rape-seed, &c., in our fields, 
cause the seeds are in great excess compared with the 
"ber of bird| which feed on them; nor can the birds^ 
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though having a superabundance of food at this one 
increase in number proportionally to the supply ol s - 
their numbers are checked during winter: but any c;' 
has tried, knows how troublesome it is to get seed fro .» 
wheat or other such plants in a garden ; I have' in t 
lost every single seed. This view of the necessity of . 

(V stock of the same species for its preservation, exp 
believe, some singular facts in nature, such as that 
rare plants being sometimes extremely abun(fant in t 
spots where they do occur; and that of some social 
Ijeing social, that is, abounding in individuals, even 
extreme confines of their range. For inosuch cases, v 
believe, that a plant could exist only w-here the cor 
of its life were so favourable that many could exist tc 
and thus save each other from utter destruction. I 
add that the good effects of frequent intercrossing, a*’ 
ill effects of close interbreeding, probaldy come into 
some of these cases ; but on this intricate subject I i 
here enlarge. 

Many cases are on record showing how complex a 
expected are the checks and relations between organic 
which have to struggle together in the same country, 
give only a single instance, which, though a simple or^ 
interested me. In Staffordshire, on the estate of a r 
where 1 had ample means of investigation, there was 
and extremely barien heath, which had never been t( 
by the hand of man; but several hundred acres of * 
the same nature had been enclosed twenty-five years pre’ 
and planted with Scotch fir- The change in the 
vegetation of the planted part of the heath Avas most r 
able, moie than is*'generally seen in passing from one 
different soil to another: not only the proportional nt 
of the heath-plants were wholly changed, but twelve i • 
of plants (not counting grasses and carices) flourished 
plantations, which could not be found on the heath, 
effect on the insects must have been still greater, f • 
insectivorous birds were very common in the plant ' 
whu'ii Aveic not to be seen on the heath; and the hea::- 
freq''entcd by two or three distinct insectivorous birds. 

A\e how potent has been the elftct of the introdj* 
of a single tree, nothing whatever clsethaving been done, 
the exception tliat the land had been enclosed, so that > 
cCiud not enter. But hoAv important an element enc'^ 
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is, I plainly saw near Farnham, in Surrey. Here there are 
extensiv# heaths, with a few clumps of old Scotch firs on the 
distant hilltops: within the last ten years large spaces have 
l>een enclosed, and self-sown firs are now springing up in 
multitudes,*'so close together that all cannot live. \Vhen I 
ascertained that these young trees had not been sown or 
planted, I was so much surprised alt their numbers that I went, 
to several points of view, whence I could examine hundreds 
of acres of the unendiosed heath, and literally I could not 
, see a single Scotch fir, except the old planted clumps. But 
! on looking closely between the stems of the heath, I found 
! a multitude of segdlings and* little trees, which had been 
perpetually browsed down by the cattle. In one square yard, 
at a point some hundred yards distant from one of the old 
clumps, I counted thirty-two little trees; and one of them, 
judging from the rings of growth, had during twenty-six years 
tried to raise its head above the stems of the heath, and had 
failed. No wonder that, as soon as the land was enclosed, 
it became thickly cloflied with vigorously growing young firs. 
Yet the heath was so extremely barren and so extensive that 
no one would ever have imagined that cattle would have so 
*'losely and effectually searched it for food. 

Here we see that cattle absolutely determine the existence 
of the Scotch fir; but in several parts of the world insects 
determine the existence of cattle. Perhaps J^araguay offers 
the most curious instance of this; for here neither cattle nor 
liorses nor dogs have ever run wnld, though they swarm south¬ 
ward and northward in a feral state; and Azara and Rengger 
'^lave shown that this is caused by the greater number in 
Paraguay of a certain fly, which lays its eggs in the navels 
>f thfse animals when first born. The increase of these flies, 
lumerous as Ihey are, must be habitually checked by some 
neSans, probalfly by birds. Hence, if certain insectivorous 
^irds (whose numbers are probably regulated by hawks or 
►easts of prey) were to increase in Paraguay, the flies would 
ecrease—then cattle and horses would become feral, and 
lis woqld certainly greatly alter (as indeed I have observed 
\ parts of South America) the vegetation ; this again would 
rgely affect the insects; and this, as we just have seen in 
Laffordshire, the insectworous birds, and so onwards in ever- 
creasing circles of (Amplexity. We began this series by 
sectivorous birds, ana we have ended with them. Not that 
nature the relations can ever be as simple as this. Bat^e 
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within battle must ever be recurring with varying success; 
and yet in the long-run the forces are so nicely balanied, that 
the face of nature remains uniform for long periods of time, 
though assuredly the merest trifle would often give the victory 
to one organic being over qinother. Nevertheless so profound 
is our ignorance, and so high our presumption, that we marvel 
fcwhen we hear of the extinction of an organic being; and as 
we do not see the cause, we invoke cataclysms to desolate the 
world, or invent laws on the duration of the forriis of life ! 

I am tempted to give one more instance showing how 
])lants and animals, most rempte in the scale of nature, are 
bound together by a web o't complex relations. I shall here¬ 
after have occasion to show that the exojjc Lobelia fulgens, 
in this part of England, is never visited by insects, and con¬ 
sequently, from its peculiar structure, never can set a seed. 
Many of our orchidaceous plants absolutely require the visits 
of moths to remove their pollen-masses and thus to fertilise 
them. I have, also, reason to believe that humble-bees are 
indispensable to the fertilisation of tlie heartsease (Viola 
tricolor), for other bees do not visit this flower. From 
experiments whicli I have tried, 1 have found that the visits of 
bees, if not indisi)cnsable, are at least highly beneficial to the 
fertilisation of our clovers; but humble-bees alone visit the 
common red clover (Trifolium pratense), as other bees cannot 
reach the nectas. Hence I have very little doubt, that if the 
whole genus of humble-bees became extinct or very rare in 
England, the heartsease and red clover would become very 
rare, or wholly disappear. The number of humble-bees in 
any district depends in a great degree on the number qf field- 
mice, which destroy their combs and nests; and Mr. H. 
Newman, who has long attended to the habits of humble-bees, 
believes that “ more than two-thirds of them are xhus destroyed 
all over England.” Now the number of mice is largely 
dependent, as ever>^ one knows, on the number of cats; and 
Mr. Newman says, “Near villages and small towns I have 
found the nests of humble-bees more numerous than elsewhere, 
which I attribute to the number of cats that destroy the mice.^’ 
Hence it is quite credible that the presence of a feline animal 
in large numljers in a district might ?0etcrmine, through the 
intervention first of mice and then of|', bees, the frequency of 
certain flowers in that district! \ 

In the case of every species, many diffeient checks, acting 
at^ different periods of life, and during different seasons or 



STRUGGLE FOR EXISTENCE. 


67 


years, grobably come into play; some one check or some few 
being generally the most potent, but all concurring in determin¬ 
ing the average number or even the existence of the species. 
In some (^ses it can be shown that widely-different checks act 
on the same species in different districts. When we look at 
the plants and bushes clothing •an entangled bank, we are 
tempted to attribute their proportional numliers and kinds tS 
whaf we call chance.* But how false a view is this! Every 
one has heard that wheni an American forest is cut down, a 
very different vegetation springs up; but it has been observed 
that the trees now growing oif the ancient Indian mounds, in 
the Southern Unit?d States, display the same beautiful diversity 
and proi)ortion of •kinds as in the surrounding virgin forests. 
What a struggle between thfe several kinds of trees must here 
liave gone on during long centuries, each annually scattering 
Its seeds by the thousand ; what war between insect and insect 
—between insects, snails, and other animals with birds and 
beasts of prey—all •striving to increase, and all feeding on 
each other or on the trees or their seeds and seedlings, or 
on the other plants which first clothed the ground and thus 
checked the growth of the trees ! 'fhrow up a handful of 
feathers, and all must fall to the ground according to definite 
laws -j but how simple is this problem compared to the action 
and reaction of the innumerable plants and animals which 
have determined, in the course of centuries,*the proportional 
numbers and kinds of trees now growing on the old Indian 
ruins I 

The dependency of one organic being on another, as of a 
l)<arasife on its prey, lies generally between beings remote in 
the scale of natuie. This is often the case with those which 
may strictly fee said to struggle with each other for existence, 
1C in the case of locusts and grass-feeding quadrupeds. But 
the struggle'almost invariably will be most severe between 
ihe individuals of the same species, for they frequent the same 
districts, require the same food, and are exposed to the same 
dangers. In the case of varieties of the same species, the 
struggle will generally be almost equally severe, and we 
iometimes see the contest soon decided: for instance, if 
:everal varieties of \rfieat be sow^n together, and the mixed 
seed be resown, somejof the varieties which best suit the soil 
or climate, or are natifrally the most fertile, will beat the others 
.uid so yield more seed, and will consequently in a few years 
quite supplant the other varieties. To keep up a 
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Stock of even such extremely close varieties as the |^ariously 
coloured sweet-peas, they must be each year harvested 
separately, and the seed then mixed in due proportion, other¬ 
wise the w'eaker kinds will steadily decrease in nqjnbers and 
disappear. So again with the varieties of sheep: it has been 
asserted that certain mouiitain-varieties will starve out other 
^mountain-varieties, so that they cannot be kept together. 
The same result has follow'ed from keeping together different 
varieties of the medicinal leech, fit may even be doubted 
whether the varieties of any one of our domestic plants or 
animals have so exactly .^he< .same strength, habits, and 
constitution, that the original proportions^^of a mixed stock 
could be kept up for half a dozen generations, if they were 
allowed to struggle together, like beings in a state of nature, 
and if the seed or young were not annually sorted. 

As species of the same genus have usually, though by no 
means invariably, some similarity in habits and constitution, 
and alway.s in structure, the struggle wAl generally be more 
severe between species of the same genus, when they come 
into competition with each other, than between species of 
distinct genera. AVe see this in the recent ^..xtension over 
parts of the United Slates of one species of swallow having 
caused the decrease of another species. The recent increase 
of the missel-thrush in parts of Scotland has caused the 
decrease of the'song-thrush. How frequently we hear of one 
species of rat taking the place of another species under the 
most different climates ! In Russia the small Asiatic cockroach 
has everywhere driven before it its great congener. One 
species of charlock will supplant another, and so in other cases, 
AVe can dimly see w'liy the competition should be most severe 
between afiied forms, which fill nearly the san^ place in the 
economy of nature; but probably in no one case could we 
precisely say why one species has been victorious over another 
in the great battle of life. 

A corollary of the highest importance may be deduced from 
the foregoing remarks, namely, that the structure of every 
organic being is related, in the most essential yet often hidden 
manner, to that of all other organic beings, with which it 
comes into competition for food or refidence, or from which 
it has to escape, or on which it preys. 1 This is obvious in the 
structure of the teeth and talons of the tiger; and in that of 
the legs and claws of the parasite which clings to the hair on 
the tiger’s body. But in the beautifully plumed seed of the 
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'dandeli#n, and in the flattened and fringed legs of the water- 
beetle, the relation seems at first confined to the elements of 
air and water. Yet the advantage of plumed seeds no doubt 
stands in yie closest relation to the land being already thickly 
clothed by other plants; so thafr the seeds may be widely 
distributed and fall on unoccupigd ground. In the water- 
beetle, the structure of its legs, so well adapted for divings 
allows it to compete \yth other aquatic insects, to hunt for its 
own prey, and to escape s^ing as prey to other animals. 

The store of*nutriment laid up within the seeds of many 
plants seems at first sight to hitve^no sort of relation to other 
plants. But from Ae strong growth of young plants produced 
from such seeds (aa peas and beans), when sown in the midst 
of long grass, I suspect thaUthe chief use of the nutriment in 
the seed is to favour the growth of the young seedling, whilst 
struggling with other plants growing vigorously all around. 

Look at a plant in the midst of its range, why does it not 
double or quadruple its numbers ? We know that it can 
perfectly well withstand a little more heat or cold, dampness 
or dryness, for elsewhere it ranges into slightly hotter or 
colder, damper or diier districts. In this case we can clearly 
see that if we wished in imagination to give the plant the 
power of increasing in number, we should have to give it some 
advantage over its competitors, or over the animals which 
preyed on it On the confines of its geogmphical range, a 
change of constitution with respect to climate would clearly 
be an advantage to our plant; but we have reason to believe 
that only a few plants or animals range so far, that they are 
destroyed by the rigour of the climate alone. Not until we 
reach the extreme confines of life, in the arctic regions or on 
the borders of an utter desert, will com*petition c^ase. The 
Igfid may be extremely cold or dry, yet there will be com¬ 
petition between some few species, or between the individuals 
of the same species, for the warmest or dampest spots. 

Hence, also, we can see that when a plant or animal is 
placed in a new country amongst new competitors, though 
the climate may be exactly the same as in its former home, 
yet the conditions of its life will generally be changed in an 
^sential manner. If ye wished to increase its average numbers 
i I its new home, we fpould have to modify it in a different 
v'ay to what we shoutd have done in its native country; for 
wp should have to give it some advantage over a different set 
‘ of competitors pr enemies, 'k 
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It is good thus to try in our imagination to give {«ny form 
some advantage over another. Probably in no single instance 
should we know what to do, so as to succeed. It will 
convince us of our ignorance on the mutual relations of all 
organic beings; a convictibn as necessary, as it seems to be 
difficult to acquire. All that we can do, is to keep steadily in 
*'mind that each organic being is striving to increase at a 
geometrical ratio; that each at some period qf its life, during 
some season of the year, during eacA generation or at intervals, 
has to struggle for life, and to suffer great destruction. When 
we reflect on this struggle, t/e may console ourselves with 
the full belief, that the war of nature is n^t incessant, that no 
fear is felt, that death is generally prompt, and that the 
vigorous, the healthy, and the happy survive and multiply. 



tH^PTER IV. 

Natural ^election. 

Natural Selection—Its power compared with man’s selection—Its 
power on characters of trifling importance—Its power at all ages and 
on both sexes—Sexual Selection—On the generality of intercrosses 
lietween individuals of the same species—Circumstances favourable and 
unfavourable to Natural Selection, namely, intercros^'ing, isolation, 
number of individuals—Slow action—Extinction caused by Natural 
Selection—Divergence of Character, related to the diversity of 
inhabitants of any'small area, and to naturalisation—Action ol 
Natural Selection, through Divergence of Character and Extinction, 
the descendants from a common parent—Explains the Cirouping of 
all organic beings. 

How will the struggle for existence, discussed too briefly 
in the last chapter, act in regard to variation ? Can the 
principle of selection, which we have seen so potent in 
the hands of man, apply in nature? 1 think we shall see 
that It can act most effectuallv. Let it be borne in mind 
in what an endle.ss number of strange peculiarities our 
domestic productions, and, in a lesser degree, those under 
nature, vary; and how strong the hereditary tendency is, 
Und/T domestication, it may be truly caid that4.the whole 
organisation becomes in some degree plastic. I^t it l)e borne 
irf mind how infinitely complex and close-fitting are the 
mutual relations of all organic beings to each other and to 
their physical conditions of life. Can it, then, be thought 
inprobable, seeing that variations useful to man have un¬ 
doubtedly occurred, that other variations useful in some way 
to each being in the great and complex battle of life, should 
sometimes occur in the course of thousands of generations? 
If such do occtir, car| we doubt (remembering that many 
more individuals are /born than can possildy survive) that 
individuals having any advantage, however slight, over others, 
. would have the best chance of surviving and of procreat^g 

7 * 



72 


1 


ON THE ORIGIN OF SPECIES. 


their kind ? On the other Imnd, we may feel sure that any 
variation in the least degree injurious would be^ rigidly 
destroyed. This preservation of favourable variations and 
the rejection of injurious variations, I call Natural Selection. 
Variations neither useful npr injurious would not 6e affected 
by natural selection, and would be left a fluctuating element, 

perhaps we see in the Species called polymorphic. 

We shall best understand the probable course of natural 
selection by taking the case of a coiAitry undergoing some 
physical change, for instance, of cffimate. The proportional 
numbers of its inhabitants would almost immediately undergo 
a change, and some specieS might become extinct. We may 
conclude, from what we have seen of the intimate and 
complex manner in which the inhabitants of each country 
are bound together, that any change in the numerical pro¬ 
portions of some of the inhabitants, independently of the 
change of climate itself, would most seriously affect many 
of the others. If the country were open on its borders, 
new forms would certainly immigrate, * and this also would 
seriously disturb the relations of some of the former inhabitants. 
I.et it be remembered how powerful the influence of a single 
introduced tree or mammal has been shown to be. But in 
the case of an island, or of a country partly surrounded by 
barriers, into which new and better adapted forms could 
not freely enter, we should then have places in the economy 
of nature which would assuredly be better filled up, if some 
of the original inhabitants were in some manner modified; 
for, had the area been open to immigration, these same 
places would have been seized on by intruders. Ip such 
case, every slight modification, which in the course of ages 
chanced ip arise, and which in any way favoured the .indi¬ 
viduals of any of the species, by better adapting them to 
their altered conditions, would tend to be pi;eserved; ahd 
natural selection would thus have free scope for the work of 
improvement. 

We have reason to believe, as stated in the first chapter, 
that a change in the conditions of life, by specially acting 
on the reproductive system, causes or increases variability; 
and in the foregoing case the conditions of life are supposed 
to have undergone a change, and thjs would manifestly be 
favourable to natural selection, by ^ving a better chance 
of profitable variations occurring; and unless profitable varia¬ 
tions do occur, natural selection can do nothing. Not that, 
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as I belifive, any extreme amount of variability is^necessafyV" 
as man l:an certainly produce great results'' by adding up ki ^ 
any given direction mere individual differences, so could 
Nature, but far more easily, from having incomparably, longer ' 
time at her^isposal. Nor do I belipve that any great physical 
change, as of climate, or any unusual degree of isolation to 
to check immigration, is actually flecessary to produce new^ 
and unoccupied places for natural selectKm' to fill up by 
modifying and improving some of the varying inhabitants. 
For as all the .inhabitant? of each country are struggling 
together with nicely balanced forces, extremely slight modi¬ 
fications in the structure or hahift of one inhabitant would 
often give it an advantage over others; and still further 
modifications of the same kin^d would often still further increase 
the advantage. No country can be named in which all the 
native inhabitants are now so perfectly adapted to each other 
and to the physical conditions under which they live, that 
none of them could anyhow be improved ; for in all countries, 
the natives have beeA so far conquered by naturalised pro¬ 
ductions, that they have allowed foreigners to take firm 
possession of the land. And as foreigners have thus every¬ 
where beaten some of the natives, we may safely conclude 
that the natives might have been modified with advantage, 
so as to have better resisted such intruders. 

As man can produce and certainly has prpduced a great 
result by his methodical and unconscious means of selection, 
what may not nature effect? Man can act only on external 
and visible characters: nature cares nothing for appearances, 
except in so far as they may be useful to any being. She 
can act on every internal organ, on every shade of constitutional 
difference, on the whole machinery of .life. M^n selects 
only for his own good; nature only for that of the being 
wkich she tennis. Every selected character is fully exercised 
by her; and the being is placed under well-suited conditions 
of life. Man keeps the natives of many climates in the 
same country; he seldom exercises each selected character 
in some peculiar and fitting manner ; he feeds a long and 
a short beaked pigeon on the same food; he does not exercise 
a long-backed or long-legged quadruped in any peculiar 
manner; he exposes '-heep with long and short wool to 
the same climate. H* does not allow the most vigorous 
males to struggle for the females. He does not rigidly 
destroy all inferior animals, but protects during each varyii^ 
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season, as far as lies in his power, all his productions. He 
often begins his selection by some half-monstrous Vorm; or 
at least by some modification prominent enough to catch 
his eye, or to be plainly useful to him. Under nature, the 
slightest difference of structure or constitutiort may well 
turn the nicely-balanced scale in the struggle for life, and 
so be preserved. How fleeting are the wishes and efforts 
of man! how short his time! and consequently how poor 
will his products be, compared with those accumulated by 
nature during whole geological periods. Can we wonder, 
then, that nature’s productions should be far “truer” in 
character than man’s predictions; thjt they should be 
infinitely better adapted to the most complex conditions of 
life, and should plainly bear the stamp of far higher work¬ 
manship ? 

It may be said that natural selection is daily and hourly 
scrutinising, throughout the world, every variation, even the 
slightest; rejecting that which is bad, preserving and adding 
up all that is good ; silently and insensioly working, whenever 
and wherever opportunity offers, at the improvement of each 
organic being in relation to its organic and inorganic 
conditions of life. We see nothing of these slow changes in 
progress, until the hand of time has marked the long lapse 
of ages, and then so imf^erfect is our view into long past 
geological ages, that we only see that the forms of life are 
now different from what they formerly were. 

Although natural selection can act only through and for 
the good of each being, yet characters and structures, 
which we are apt to consider as of very trifling im¬ 
portance, may thus be acted on. When we see leaf-eating 
insects green, and bark-feeders mottled-grey; the alpine 
ptarmigan white in winter, the red-grouse ^he colour of 
heather, and the black-grouse that of peaty earth, we mest 
believe that these tints are of service to these birds and 
insects in preserving them from danger. Grouse, if not 
destroyed at some period of their lives, would increase in 
countless numl)ers ; they are known to suffer largely from 
bi“'is of prey; and hawks are guided by eyesight to their 
prey,—so ruuch so, that on jxirts of the Continent persons 
are warned not to keep white pigeefns, as being the most 
liable to destruction. Hence I can ?jee no reason to doubt 
that natural selection might he most effective in giving the 
Qicper colour to each kind of grouse, and in keeping that 
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colour, i^hen once acquired, true and constant Nor ought 
we to think that the occasional destruction of an animal of 
any particular colour would produce little effect: we should 
remember •how essential it is in a flock of white sheep to 
destroy every lamb with the faiAtest trace of black. In 
plants the down on the fruit and the colour of the flesh 
are considered by botanists as characters of the most trifling^ 
importance: yet we hear from an excellent horticulturist, 
Downing, that in the United States smooth-skinned fruits 
suffer far more from a beetle, a curculio, than those with 
down; that purple plums suffer ’ far more from a certain 
disease than yellow plums; whereas another disease attacks 
yellow-fleshed peaches far more than those with other coloured 
flesh. If, with all the aids of art, these slight differences 
make a great difference in cultivating the several varieties, 
assuredly, in a state of nature, where the trees would have 
to struggle with other trees and with a host of enemies, 
such differences would effectually settle which variety, whether 
a smooth or downy, a yellow or purple fleshed fruit, should 
succeed- 

In looking at many small points of difference between 
species, which, as far as our ignorance permits us to judge, 
seem to be quite unimportant, we must not forget that 
climate, food, &c., probably produce some slight and direct 
effect. It is, however, far more necessary to bear in mind 
that there are many unknown laws of correlation of growth, 
which, when one part of the organisation is modified through 
variation, and the modifications are accumulated by natural 
selection for the good of the being, will cause other modifi¬ 
cations, often of the most unexpected ngture. ^ 

As we see that those variations which under domestication 
afij^iear at any particular period of life, tend to reappear 
in the offspring at the same period;—for instance, in the 
seeds of the many varieties of our culinary and agricultural 
plants; in the caterpillar and cocoon stages of the varieties 
of the silkworm; in the eggs of poultry, and in the 
colour of the down of their chickens; in the horns of 
our sheep and cattle when nearly adult;—so in a state 
of nature, natural selection will be enabled to act on and 
modify organic beings at any age, by the accumulation of 
profitable variations at "that age, and by their ifiheritance at 
a corresponding age. If it profit a plant to have its seeejs 
more and more widely disseminated by the wind, I can 
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see no greater difficulty in this being effected througji natural 
selection, than in the cotton-planter increasing and improving 
by selection the down in the pods on his cotton-trees. Natural 
selection may modify and adapt the larva of afi insect to 
a score of contingencies,* wholly different from those which 
concern the mature insqpt. These modifications will no 
'doubt affect, through the laws of correlation, the structure 
of the adult; and probably in the. case of ^hose insects 
which live only for a few hours^ and which never feed, a 
large part of their structure is merely the'correlated result 
of successive changes in«th» structure of their larvae. So, 
conversely, modifications in the adult •will probably often 
affect the structure of the larva; but in all cases natural 
selection will ensure that modifications consequent on other 
modifications at a different period of life, shall not be in 
the least degree injurious; for if they became so, they would 
cause the extinction of the species. 

Natural selection will modify the structure of the young 
in relation to the parent, and of the parent in relation to 
the young. In social animals it will adapt the structure of 
each individual for the benefit of the community; if each 
in consequence profits by the selected change. What natural 
selection cannot do, is to modify the structure of one species, 
without giving it any advantage, for the good of another 
species; and ftiough statements to this effect may be found 
in works of natural history, I cannot find one case which 
will bear investigation, A structure used only once in an 
animaVs whole life, if of high importance to it, might be 
modified to any extent by natural selection; for instance, 
the great jaws possessed by certain insects, and used ex¬ 
clusively* for opening the cocoon—or the h^rd tip fo the 
beak of nestling birds, used for breaking the egg. It ^has 
been asserted, that of the best short-beaked Aimbler-pigeons 
more perish in the egg than are able to get out of it; so 
that fanciers assist in the act of hatching. Now, if nature 
had to make the beak of a full-grown pigeon very short 
for the bird’s own advantage, the process of modification 
would be very slow, and there would be simultaneously the 
most dgorous selection of the yourm birds within the egg, 
which l.iad the most powerful andVhardest beaks, for all 
with weak beaks would inevitably perish : or, more delicate 
and more easily broken shells might be selected, the thickness 
Cf the shell being known to vary like every other structure. 
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'SexualXSdtction, —Inasmuch as peculiarities often appear 
under domestication in one sex and become hereditarily 
attached to that sex, the same fact probably occurs under 
nature, and^if so, natural selection will be able to modify 
one sex in its functional relations’to the other sex, or in 
relation to wholly different habits of life in the two sexes, 
as is sometimes the case with insects. And this leads me 
to say a few words on what I call Sexual Selection. This 
depends, not on a struggle, for existence, but on a struggle 
between the males for possession of the females; the result 
is not death to the unsuccessful competitor, but few or 
no offspring. Sexuaf'selection is, therefore, less rigorous than 
natural selection. Generally, the most vigorous males, those 
which are best fitted for their places in nature, will leave 
most progeny. But in many cases, victory will depend not 
on general vigour, but on having special weapons, confined 
to the male sex. A hornless stag or spurless cock would 
have a poor chance cf leaving offspring. Sexual selection 
b) always allowing the victor to breed might surely give 
indomitable courage, length to the spur, and strength to 
the wing to strike in the spurred leg, as well as the brutal 
cock-fighter, who knows well that he can improve his breed 
by careful selection of the best cocks. How low in the 
scale of nature this law of battle descends, I know not; 
male alligators have been described as fighting, bellowing, 
and whirling round, like Indians in a war-dance, for the 
possession of the females; male salmons have been 
seen fighting all day long; male stag-beetles often bear 
, wounds Trom the huge mandibles of other males. The war 
is, perhaps, severest between the males of pqlygamous animals, 
and these seem ^jftenest provided with special weapons. The 
males of carnivorous animals are already well armed; though 
' to them and to others, special means of defence may be 
i given through means of sexual selection, as the mane to 
the lion, the shoulder-pad to the boar, and the hooked 
jaw to the male salmon; for the shield may be as important 
for victory, as the sword or spear. 

Amongst birds, the contest is often of a more peacefu' 
character. All those who have attended to the subject, 

( l)elieve that there is the severest rivalry between the males 
of many species to attract by singing the females. The 
rock-thrush of Guiana, birds of Paradise, and some others, 
congregate; and successive males display their gorgeous 
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plumage and perform strange antics before the femlles, which 
standing by as spectators, at last choose the most attractive 
partner. Those who have closely attended to birds in con¬ 
finement well know that they often take individual preferences 
and dislikes; thus Sir*R. Heron has described how one 
pied peacock was emintntly attractive to all his hen birds. 
It may appear childish to attribute any effect td such 
apparently weak means: I cannot here enter^ on the* details 
necessary to support this view ;»but if man can in a short 
time give elegant carriage and beauty to his bantams, according 
to his standard of beauty,* I can see no good reason to 
doubt that female birds, by selecting,^ during thousands of 
generations, the most melodious or beautiful males, according 
to their standard of beauty, nught produce a marked effect. 
1 strongly suspect that some well-known laws with respect 
to the plumage of male and female birds, in comparison 
with the plumage of the young, can be explained on the 
view of plumage having been chiefly modified by sexual 
selection, acting when the birds have come to the breeding 
age or during the breeding season; the modifications thus 
produced being inherited at corresponding t^ges or seasons, 
either by the males alone, or by the males and females; 
but I have not space here to enter on this subject. 

Thus it is, as I believe, that when the males and females of 
any animal have the same general habits of life, but differ 
in structure, colour, or ornament, such differences have been 
mainly caused by sexual selection; that is, individual males 
have had, in successive generations, some slight advantage 
over other males, in their weapons, means of defence, or 
cliarms ^ and havf transmitted these advantages to their male 
offspring. Yet, I would not wish to attribute all such* sexual 
differences to this agency : for we see peculiarities arisingk-and 
becoming attached to the male sex in our domestic animals 
(as the wattle in male carriers, horn-like protuberances in the 
cocks of certain fowls, &c.), which we cannot believe to be 
either useful to the males in battle, or attractive to the females. 
We see analogous cases under nature, for instance, the tuft 
of hair on the breast of the turkey-cock, which can hardly be 
eithf* useful or ornamental to this bird;—indeed, had the 
tuft apoeared under domestication, it would have been called 
a monstrosity, • 

Illustrations of the action of Natural Selection .—In order 
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to. make ^ clear how, as I believe, natural selection acts, 1 
must beg permission to give one or two imaginary illustrations. 
Let us take the case of a wolf, which preys on various animals, 
securing some by craft, some by strength, and some by fleet¬ 
ness ; and us suppose that the^ fleetest prey, a deer for 
instance, had from any change in the country increased in 
numbers, or that other prey had deceased in numbers, during 
that season of the year when the wolf is hardest pressed for 
food. I can under such circumstances see no reason to doubt 
that the swiftest .and slimiflest wolves would have the best 
chance of surviving, and so be preserved or selected,—provided 
always that they retai/ied strengths t6 master their prey at this 
or at some other period of the year, when they might be com¬ 
pelled to prey on otTier animals. I can see no more reason 
to doubt this, than that man can improve the fleetness of his 
greyhounds by careful and methodical selection, or by that 
unconscious selection which results from each man trying to 
keep the best dogs without any thought of modifying the 
breed. 

Even without any change in the proportional numbers of 
the animals on which our wolf preyed, a cub might be born 
nth an innate Tendency to pursue certain kinds of prey. Nor 
can this be thought very improbable; for we often observe 
great differences in the natural tendencies of our domestic 
animals; one cat, for instance, taking to catclj rats, another 
mice; one cat, according to Mr. St, John, bringing home 
winged game, another hares or rabbits, and another hunting 
on marshy ground and almost nightly catching woodcocks or 
snipes. .The tendency to catch rats rather than mice is known 
jto be inherited. Now, if any slight innate change of habit 
or of ..structure benefited an individual wolf, it wolild have 
the best chance* of sunuving and of leaving offspring. Some 
of Its young wqpld probably inherit the same habits or structure, 
and by the repetition of this process, a new variety might 
be formed which would either supplant or coexist with the 
barent-form of wolf. Or, again, the wolves inhabiting a 
mountainous district, and those frequenting the lowlands, 
Vould naturally be forced to hunt different prey; and from 
he continued preservation of the individuals best fitted for 
he two sites, two varieties might slowly be formed. These 
varieties would cross and blend where they met; but to this 
iubject of intercrossing we shall soon have to return, I may 
|cld, that, according to Mr, Pierce, there are two varieties 
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the wolf inhabiting the Catskill Mountains in th^ 
States, one with a light greyhound-like form, which 
deer, and the other more bulky, with shorter legs, whi< 
frequently attacks the shepherd's flocks. 

Let us now take a more complex case. Ccrtair 
excrete a sweet juice, apparently for the sake of eliu 
something injurious frohi their sap: this is effected b} 
at the base of the stipules in some Leguminosse, anc . 
back of the leaf of the common laurel. This juice, 
small in quantity, is greedily sou^tht by insects. Let 
suppose a little sweet juice or nectar to be excreted 
inner bases of the petals bf a flower. In this case ins 
seeking the nectar would get dusted with pollen, and 
certainly often transport the pollen from one flower 
stigma of another flower. The flowers of two ■ 
individuals of the same species would thus get crosse 
the act of crossing, we have good reason to believe \ 
hereafter be more fully alluded to), would produc< 
vigorous seedlings, which consequently^ would have tl 
chance of flourishing and surviving. Some of these se 
would probably inherit the nectar-excreting power, 
individual flowers which had the largest glands or ne( 
and which excreted most nectar, would be oftenest . 
by insects, and would be oftenest crossed; and so 
long-run would gain the upper hand. Those flowers 
Avhich had their stamens and pistils placed, in relat 
the size and habits of the particular insects which visited 
so as to favour in any degree the transportal of their 
from flower to flower, would likewise be favoured or se 
We might have taken the case of insects visiting flow( 
the sake of collec^^ing pollen instead of nectar; and as, 
is formed for the sole object of fertilisation,' its destr 
appears a simple loss to the plant; yet if a little pollei 
carried, at first occasionally and then habitually, b 
pollen-devouring insects from flower to flower, and a 
thus effected, although nine-tenths of the pollen were destJ 
It might still be a great gain to the plant; and those indiv 
which produced more and more pollen, and had large 
larger anthers, would be selected. 

Vvhen our plant, by this process of the continued pre 
tion or natural selection of more and more attr 
flowers, had been rendered highly attractive to insects, 
would, unintentionally on their part, regularly carry , { 
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oni fl(|wer to flower; and that they can most effectually do 
lis, I could easily show by many striking instances. I will 
ive only one—not as a very striking case, but as likewise 
lustrating^ one step in the separation of the sexes of plants, 
resently to be alluded to- Soma holly-trees bear only male 
owers, which have four stamen^ producing rather a small 
uantity of pollen, and a rudimentary pistil; other holly-tree» 
earsonly female flowers; these have a full-sized pistil, and 
mr stamens with shrivellgd anthers, in which not a grain of 
ollen can be detected- Having found a female tree exactly 
xty yards from a male tree,* I fmt the stigmas of twenty 
owers, taken froni^different branches, under the microscope, 
nd on all, without exception, there were pollen-grains, and 
n some a profusion of pollen. As the wind had set for 
iveral days from the female to the male tree, the pollen could 
ot thus have been carried. The weather had been cold and 
oisterous, and therefore not favourable to bees, nevertheless 
very female flower ,which 1 examined had been effectually 
srtilised by the bees, accidentally dusted with pollen, having 
own from tree to tree in search of nectar. But to return to 
ur imaginary case: as soon as the plant had been rendered 
0 highly attractive to insects that pollen was regularly carried 
"om flower to flower, another process might commence. No 
aturalist doubts the advantage of what has been called the 
physiological division of labour; ” hence we Tnay believe that 
. would be advantageous to a plant to produce stamens alone 
1 one flower or on one whole plant, and pistils alone in 
nother flower or on anotlier plant. In plants under culture 
nd placed under new conditions of life, sometimes the male 
rgans and sometimes the female organs become more or less 
npotent; now if we suppose this to occur in evA so slight 
^ degree unfler nature, then as pollen is already carried 
igularly from flower to flower, and as a more complete separa- 
on of the sexes of our plant would be advantageous on the 
rincipal of the division of labour, individuals with this 
;ndency more and more increased, would be continually 
tvoured or selected, until at last a complete separation of the 
3xes would be effected. 

Let us now turn to the nectar-feeding insects in our 
naginary case: we may suppose the plant of which we have 
een slowly increasing the nectar by continued selection, 
j be a common plant; and that certain insects depended in 
lain^ part on its nectar for food. I could give many facis, 
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showing how anxious bees are to save time; for if stance, 
their habit of cutting holes and sucking the nectar at the 
bases of certain flowers, which they can, with a very little 
more trouble, enter by the mouth. Bearing suc^ facts in 
mind, I can see no reason to doubt that an accidental 
deviation in the size and form of the body, or in the curvature 
^•^nd length of the proboscis, &c., far too slight to be appre¬ 
ciated by us, might profit a bee or other insect, so that an 
individual so characterised would Ije able to obtain its food 
more quickly, and so have a better chance of living and 
leaving descendants. Its descendants would probably inherit 
a tendency to a similar slight deviation of structure. The 
tubes of the corollas of the common red and incarnate clovers 
(Trifolium pratense and incamatum) do not on a hasty glance 
appear to differ in length ] yet the hive-bee can easily suck the 
nectar out of the incarnate clover, but not cut of the common 
red clover, wliich is visited by humble-bees alone ; so that whole 
fields of the red clover offer in vain an abundant supply of 
precious nectar to the hive-bee. Thus it might be a great 
advantage to the hive-bee to have a slightly longer or 
differently constructed proboscis. On the other, hand, 1 have 
found by experiment that the fertility of clover greatly 
depends on bees visiting and moving parts of the corolla, so 
as to push the pollen on to the stigmatic surface. Hence, 
again, if humble-bees were to become rare in any country, it 
might be a great advantage to the red clover to have a shorter 
or more deeply divided tube to its corolla, so that the hive-bee 
could visit its flowers. Thus I can understand how a flower 
and a bee might slowly become, either simultaneously or one 
after the other, modified and adapted in the most perfect 
manner to each other, by the continued preservaliorr- of 
individuals presenting mutual and slightly favotirable devia¬ 
tions of structure. 

I am well aware that this doctrine of natural selection, 
exemplified in the above imaginary instances, is open to 
the same objections which were at first urged against Sir 
Charles Lyell’s noble views on “the modern changes of the 
earth, as illustrative of geology; ” but we now very seldom 
hear the action, for instance, of the coast-waves, c&lled a 
trifling and insignificant cause, when applied to the excavation 
of gigantic valleys or to the formation of the longest lines of 
inland cliffs. Natural selection can act only by the preserva¬ 
tion and accumulation of infinitesimally small inherited 
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• niudifiJIitions, each profitable to the preserved being; and as 
modern geology has almost banished such views as the 
excavation of a great valley by a single diluvial wave, so will 
natural selection, if it be a true principle, banish the belief of 
the continued creation of new organic beings, or of any great 
and sudden modification in their structure. 


On the Intercrossing of Individuals ,—I must here introduce 
a short digression. In Jfie case of animals and plants with 
separated sexes, it is of course obvious that two individuals 
must always unite for eac^ tyrth; but in the case of 
hermaphrodites' ths^ is far from obvious. Nevertheless I am 
strongly inclined to believe that with all hermaphrodites two 
individuals, either occasionally or habitually, concur for the 
reproduction of their kind. This view, I may add, was first 
suggested by Andrew Knight We shall presently see its 
importance; but I must here treat the subject with extreme 
brevity, though I hjve the materials prepared for an ample 
discussion. All vertebrate animals, all insects, and some 
other large groups of animals, pair for each birth. Modern 
research h^s much diminished the number of supposed 
hermaphrodites, and of real hermaphrodites a large number 
pair; that is, two individuals regularly unite for reproduction, 
which is all that concerns us. But still there are many 
hermaphrodite animals which certainly do not habitually pair, 
and a vast majority of plants are hermaphrodites. What 
reason, it may be asked, is there for supposing in these cases 
that two individuals ever concur in reproduction? As it is 
impossible here to enter on details, I must trust to some 
general considerations alone. 

In the first place, I have collected so 'large a body of facts, 
showing, in *accordance with the almost universal belief of 
Breeders, thart with animals and plants a cross between different 
varieties, or between individuals of the same variety but ot 
another strain, gives vigour and fertility to the offspring; and 
on the other hand, that close interbreeding diminishes vigour 
and fertility ; that these facts alone incline me to believe that 
it is a general law of nature (utterly ignorant though we be of 
the meaning of the law) that no organic being self-fertilises 
itself for an eternity of generations; but that a cross with 
another individual occasionally—perhaps at very long 

intervals—indispensable. 

On the belief that this is a law of nature, we can, I thi*|k, 
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understand several large classes of facts, such as the fcjflowing, 
which on any other view are inexplicable. Every hybridizer 
knows how unfavourable exposure to wet is to the fertilisation 
of a flower, yet what a multitude of flowers have tly'ir anthers 
and stigmas fully exposed tQ the weather ! but if an occasional 
cross be indispensable, the fullest freedom for the entrance 
,„pf pollen from another iridividual will explain this state of 
exposure, more especially as the plant’s own anthers and -pistil 
generally stand so close together that self-fertilisation seems 
almost inevitable. Many flowers, on the other hand, have 
their organs of fructification closely enclosed, as in the great 
papilionaceous or pea-family ; but in sex-^iral, perhaps in all, 
such flowers, there is a very curious adaptation between the 
structure of the flower and the manner in which bees suck the 
fuectar; for, in doing this, they either push the flower’s own 
pollen on the stigma, or bring pollen from another flower. So 
necessary are the visits of bees to papilionaceous flowers, that 
I have found, by experiments published elsewhere, that their 
fertility is greatly diminished if these visits be prevented. 
Now, it is scarcely possible that bees should fly from flower to 
flower, and not carry pollen from one to the other, to the great 
good, as I believe, of the plant. Bees will act like a camel- 
hair pencil, and it is quite sufficient just to touch the anthers 
of one flower and then the stigma of another with the same 
brush to ensure fertilisation; but it must not be supposed 
that bees would thus produce a multitude of hybrids between 
distinct species; for if you bring on the same brush a 
plant’s own pollen and pollen from another species, the 
former will have such a prepotent effect, that it will invariably 
and completely destroy, as has been shown by Gartner, any 
influence f"om the foreign pollen. 

When the stamens ot a flower suddenly spring towards 
the pistil, or slowly move one after the othe" towards it, 
the contrivance seems adapted solely to ensure self-fertilisation; 
and no doubt it is useful for this end: but, the agency of 
insects is often required to cause the stamens to spring 
forward, as Kolreuter has shown to be the case with the 
barberry; and curiously in this very genus, which seems 
to have a special contrivance for self-fertilisation, it is well 
known that if very closely-allied forms or varieties are 
planted near each other, it is hardly possible to raise pure 
seedlings, so largely do they naturally cross. In many other 
^ses, far from there being any aids for self-fertilisation, thexv 



NATURAL SELECl'ION. 


85 


are special contrivances, as I could show from the writings 
of C. C. Sprengel and from my own observations, which 
effectually prevent the stigma receiving pollen from its own 
llower; /V instance, in Lobelia fulgens, there is a really 
beautiful and elaborate contrivance by which every one 
of the infinitely numerous pollen-granules are swept out of 
the conjoined anthers of each flower, before the stigma oW 
that individual flower is ready to receive them; and as this 
flower is never visited, least in my garden, by insects, 
it never sets a* seed, though by placing pollen from one 
flower on the stigma of anothe% I /aised plenty of seedlings ; 
and whilst another^ species of Lobelia growing close by, 
which is visited b)i bees, seeds freely. In very many other 
cases, though there be na special mechanical contrivance 
to prevent the stigma of a flower receiving its own pollen, 
yet, as C. C. Sprengel has shown, and as I can confirm, 
either the anthers burst before the stigma is ready for 
fertilisation, or the ftigma is ready before the pollen of 
that flower is ready, so that tiicse plants have in fact separated 
sexes, and must habitually be crossed. How strange are 
these facts! How strange that the pollen and stigmatic 
surface of the same flower, though placed so close together, 
as if for the very puqjose of self-fertilisation, should in so 
many cases be mutually useless to each other ! How simply 
are these facts explained on the view of an occasional cross 
with a distinct individual being advantageous or indis¬ 
pensable ! 

If several varieties of the cabbage, radish, onion, and of 
some other plants, be allowed to seed near each other, a 
large majority, as I have found, of the seedlings thus raised 
will‘turn out mongrels: for instance, I'raised 235 seedling 
cabbages from some plants of different varieties growing near 
each other, ind of these only 78 were true to their kind, 
and some even of these were not perfectly true. Yet the 
pistil of each cabbage-flower is surrounded not only by its 
own six stamens, but by those of the many other flowers on 
the same plant. How, then, comes it that such a vast number 
of the seedlings are mongrelized. I suspect that it must 
arise from the pollen of a distinct variety having a prepotent 
effect over a flower’s own pollen; and that this is part of 
the general law of goq(i being derived from the intercrossing 
of distinct individuals of the same species. When distinct 
secies are crossed the case is directly the reverse, for 
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plant’s own pollen is always prepotent over foreign!* pollen; 
but to this subject we shall return in a future chapter. 

In the case of a gigantic tree covered with innumerable 
flowers, it may be objected that pollen could jfeldom be 
carried from tree to tree,*- and at most only from flower to 
flower on the same tree, ^and that flowers on the same tree 
r‘can be considered as distinct individuals only in a limited 
sense. I believe this objection to be valid, byt that nature 
has largely provided against it giving to trees a strong 
tendency to bear flowers with separated sexes. When the 
sexes are separated, althojiglv the male and female flowers 
may be produced on the same tree, we'^can see that pollen 
must be regularly carried from flower te flower; and this 
will give a better chance of pollen being occasionally carried 
from tree to tree. That trees belonging to all Orders have 
their sexes more often separated than other plants, I find 
to be the case in this country ; and at my request Dr. Hooker 
tabulated the trees of New Zealand, an^l Dr. Asa Gray those 
of the United States, and the result was as I anticipated. 
On the other hand, Dr, Hooker has recently informed me 
that he finds that the rule does not hold in Australia; and 
I have made these few remarks on the sexes of trees simply 
to call attention to the subject. 

Turning for a very brief space to animals: on the land 
there are some* hermaphrodites, as land-mollusca and earth¬ 
worms ; but these all pair. As yet I have not found a single 
case of a terrestrial animal which fertilises itself. We can 
understand this remarkable fact, which offers so strong a 
a contrast with terrestrial plants, on the view of an occasional 
cross being indispensable, by considering the medium in 
which tcrfestrial anifhals live, and the nature of the fertilising 
element; for we know of no means, analogous^ to the action 
of insects and of the wind in the case of plants, by which 
an occasional cross could be effected with terrestrial animals 
without the concurrence of two individuals. Of aquatic 
animals, there are many self-fertilising hermaphrodites; but 
here currents in the water offer an obvious means for an 
occasional cross. And, as in the case of flowers, I have 
as yet failed, after consultation with one of the highest 
authorities, namely, Professor Huxley, to discover a single 
case of an hermaphrodite animal with the organs of reproduc 
tion so perfectly enclosed within the body, that access from 
v^thout and the occasional influence of a distinct individual 
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can be shown to be physically impossible. Cirripedes long 
appeared to me to present a case of very great difficulty under 
this point of view ; but I have been enabled, by a fortunate 
chance, el^where to prove that two individuals, though both 
are self-fertilising hermaphrodites, ‘do sometimes cross. 

It must have struck most naturalists as a strange anomaly 
that, 'in the case of both animals and plants, species of the*' 
same*family and even of the same genus, though agreeing 
closely with each other im almost their whole organisation, 
yet are not rarely, some of them hermaphrodites, and some 
of them unisexual, ^^ut if, ill fact, all hermaphrodites do 
occasionally intercross with other individuals, the difference 
between hemaphr< 9 dites and unisexual species, as far as 
function is concerned, becomes very small. 

From these several considerations and from the many 
special facts which I have collected, but which I am not 
here able to give, I am strongly inclined to suspect that, 
both in the vegetable and animal kingdoms, an occasional 
intercross with a distinct individual is a law of nature. 1 am 
well aw'are that there are, on this view, many cases of difficulty, 
some of whirfi I am trying to investigate. Finally then, we 
may conclude that in many organic beings, a cross between 
two individuals is an obvious necessity for each birth; in 
many others it occurs perhaps only at long intervals; but 
in none, as 1 suspect, can self-fertilisati&n go on for 
perpetuity. 

Circumstances favourable to Natural Selection .—This is 
an extrfemely intricate subject. A large amount of inheritable 
and diversified variability is favourable, but I believe mere 
individual differences suffice for the work. A large number 
of. individuals, by giving a better chance for the appearance 
within any ^ven period of profitable variations, will com¬ 
pensate for a lesser amount of variability in each individual, 
and is, I believe, an extremely important element of success. 
Though nature grants vast periods of time for the work 
of natural selection, she does not grant an indefinite period; 
for as all organic beings are striving, it may be said, to 
seize on each place in the economy of nature, if any one 
species does not become modified and improved in a 
corresponding degree with its competitors, it will soon be 
exterminated. 

In man’s methodical selection, a breeder selects for somlt 
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definite object, and free intercrossing will wholly *stop his 
work. But when many men, without intending to alter 
the breed, have a nearly common standard of perfection, and 
all try to get and breed from the best animals, mu&i improve¬ 
ment and modification surely but slowly follow from this 
unconscious process of selection, notwithstanding a large 
"'amount of crossing with inferior animals. Thus it will be 
in nature; for within a confined area, with isome place in 
its polity not so perfectly occujfled as might be, natural 
selection will always tend to preserve all the individuals 
varying in the right dirediioii, though ^n different degrees, 
so as better to fill up the unoccupied place. But if the area 
be large, its several districts will almost certainly present 
different conditions of life; and then if natural selection be 
modifying and improving a species in the several districts, 
there w'ill be intercrossing with the other individuals of the 
same species on the confines of each. And in this case 
the effects of intercrossing can hardly be counterbalanced 
by natural selection always tending to modify all the 
individuals in each district in exactly the same manner to 
the conditions of each ; for in a continuous area, the conditions 
will generally graduate away insensibly from one district 
to another. The intercrossing will most affect those animals 
which unite for each birth, which wander much, and which 
do not breed at a very quick rate. Hence in animals of 
this nature, for instance in birds, varieties will generally be 
confined to separated countries; and this I believe to be 
the case. In hermaphrodite organisms which cross only 
occasionally, and likewise in animals which unite for each 
birth, but which wander little and which can increase^ at a 
very rapid rate, a new and improved variety might be quickly 
formed on any one spot, and might there maintain it9:lf 
in a body, so that whatever intercrossing took place would 
be chiefly between the individuals of the same new variety. 
A local variety when once thus formed might subsequently 
slowly spread to other districts. On the above principle, 
nurserymen always prefer getting seed from a large body of 
plants of the same variety, as the chance of intercrossing 
with other varieties is thus lessened. 

Even in the case of slow-breeding animals, which unite 
for each birth, we must not overrate the effects of intercrosses 
in retarding natural selection; for I can bring a considerable 
(Citaiogue of facts, showing that within the same area, varieties 
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ot the same animal can long remain distinct, from haunting 
different stations, from breeding at slightly different seasons, 
or from varieties of the same kind preferring to pair together. 

Intercrossing plays a very important part in nature in 
keeping the individuals of the sam*e species, or of the same 
variety, true^nd uniform in chanacter. It will obviously 
thus Act far more efficiently with those animals which unite 
for each birth; but I have already attempted to show that 
we have reason to believe? that occasional intercrosses take 
place with all animals and with all plants. Even if these 
take place only at long intervals, *1 am convinced that the 
young thus produced will gain so much in vigour and 
fertility over the offspring from long-continued self-fertilisation, 
that they will have a better chance of surviving and pro- 
l^agating their kind; and thus, in the long run, the influence 
of intercrosses, even at rare intervals, will be great. If there 
exist organic beings which never intercross, uniformity of 
character can be retained amongst them, as long as their 
conditions of life remain the same, only through the principle 
of inheritance, and through natural selection destroying any 
which depart*"from the proper type; but if their conditions 
of life change and they undergo modification, uniformity 
of character can be given to their modified off’s])ring, solely 
by natural selection preserving the same favourable variations. 

Isolation, also, is an important element in the process 
of natural selection. In a confined or isolated area, if not 
very large, the organic and inorganic conditions of life will 
generally be in a great degree uniform; so that natural 
selection will tend to modify all the individuals of a varying 
species throughout the area in the same, manner iy relation 
to the same coiiditions. Intercrosses, also, with the individuals 
olr the same ^ecies, which otherwise would have inhabited 
the surrounding and differently circumstanced districts, will 
l>e prevented. But isolation probably acts more efficiently 
in checking the immigration of better adapted organisms, after 
any physical change, such as of climate or elevation of the 
land, &c-; and thus new places in the natural economy of 
the country are left open for the old inhabitants to struggle 
for, and become adapted to, through modifications in their 
structure and constitution. Lastly, isolation, by checking 
immigration and constequently competition, will give time 
for any new variety to be slowly improved; and this may 
sometimes be of importance in the production of new specie^ 
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If, however, an isolated area be very small, eitfter from 
being surrounded by barriers, or from having very peculiar 
physical conditions, the total number of the individuals 
supported on it will necessarily be very small; a/nd fewness 
of individuals will greatly fetard the production of new species 
through natural selection*, by decreasing the chance of the 
' appearance of favourable variations. 

If we turn to nature to test the truth oft these remarks, 
and look at any small isolated carea, such as an oceanic 
island, although the total number of the species inhabiting 
it, will be found to be small,»as we sh^ll see in our chapter 
on geographical distribution; yet of tnese species a very 
large proportion are endemic,—that is, have been produced 
there, and nowhere else. Hence an oceanic island at first 
sight seems to have been highly favourable for the production 
of new species. But we may thus greatly deceive ourselves, 
for to ascertain whether a small isolated area, or a large 
open area like a continent, has been most favourable for 
the production of new organic forms, we ought to make the 
comparison within equal times; and this we are incapable 
of doing. 

Although I do not doubt that isolation is of considerable 
importance in the production of new species, on the whole 
I am inclined to believe that largeness of area is of more 
importance, more especially in the production of species, 
which will prove capable of enduring for a long period, and 
of spreading widely. Throughout a great and open area, 
not only will there be a better chance of favourable variations 
arising from the large number of individuals of the same 
species there supported, but the conditions of life are infinitely 
complex Vrom the large number of already existing species ; 
and if some of these many species become modified at'd 
improved, others will have to be improved in a Corresponding 
degree or they will be exterminated. Each new form, also, 
as soon as it has been much improved, will be able to 
spread over the open and continuous area, and will thus 
come into competition with many others. Hence more new 
places will be formed, and the competition to ill them will 
be more severe, on a large than on a small and isolated 
area. Moreover, great areas, though now continuous, owing 
to oscillations of level, will often have recently existed in 
a broken condition, so that the good effects of isolation will 
generally, to a certain extent, have concurred. Finally, I 
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conclude* that, although small isolated areas probably have 
been in some respects highly favourable for the production 
of new species, yet that the course of modification will gener¬ 
ally have tTjen more rapid on large areas; and what is more 
important, that the new forms produced on large areas, which 
already have been victorious over ipany competitors, will be 
those.that will spread most widely, will give rise to most 
new Varieties and species, and will thus play an important 
part in the changing history of the organic world. 

We can, perhaps, on these view's, understand some facts 
which will be again alluded to chapter on geographical 

distribution; for instance, that the productions of the smaller 
continent of AustrNia have formerly yielded, and apparently 
are now yielding, before those of the larger Europaio-Asiatic 
area. Thus, also, it is that continental productions .have 
everywhere become so largely naturalised on islands. On 
a small island, the race for life will have been less severe, 
and there will have been less modification and less extermina¬ 
tion. Hence, periiaps, it comes that the flora of Madeira, 
according to Oswald Heer, resembles the extinct tertiary 
flora of Europe. All fresh-water basins, taken together, make 
a small area compared with that of the sea or of the land ; 
and, consequently, the competition between fresh-water pro¬ 
ductions will have been less severe than elsewhere; new 
forms will have been more slowly formed, and old forms 
more slowly exterminated. And it is in fresh water that 
we find seven genera of Ganoid fishes, remnants of a once 
preponderant order: and in fresh water we find some of 
the most anomalous forms now known in the world, as the 
Ornithorhynchus and Lepidosiren, which, like fossils, connect 
to a certain extent orders now widely separated in th& natural 
scale. These anomalous forms may almost be called living 
fSssils; they have endured to the present day, from having 
inhabited a confined area, and from having thus been exposed 
to less severe competition. 

To sum up the circumstances favourable and unfavourable 
to natural selection, as far as the extreme intricacy of the 
subject permits. I conclude, looking to the future, that for 
terrestrial productions a large continental area, which will 
probably undergo many oscillations of level, and which con- 
s^uently will exist foi; long periods in a broken condition, 
will be the most favourable for the production of many new 
forms of life, likely to endure long and to spread widely 
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For the area will first have existed as a continent,* and the 
inhabitants, at this period numerous in individuals and kinds, 
will have been subjected to very severe competition. When 
converted by subsidence into large separate is^.nds, there 
will still exist many individuals of the same species on each 
island: intercrossing on^ the confines of the range of each 
species will thus be checked : after physical changes of any 
kind, immigration will be prevented, so that new places in 
the polity of each island will ^^have to be filled up by 
modifications of the old inhabitants; and time will be 
allowed for the varieties *.in#each to ^become well modified 
and perfected. When, by renewed 'Elevation, the islands 
shall be re-converted into a continental area, there will 
again be severe competition: the most favoured or improved 
varieties will be enabled to spread: there will be much 
extinction of the less improved forms, and the relative 
proportional numbers of the various inhabitants of the renew^ed 
continent will again be changed; and again there will be 
a fair field for natural selection to improve still further the 
inhabitants, and thus produce new species. 

That natural selection will always act with extreme slowness, 
I fully admit. Its action depends on there being places 
in the polity of nature, which can be better occupied by 
some of the inhabitants of-the country undergoing modifica¬ 
tion of some kind. The existence of such places will often 
depend on physical changes, which are generally very slow, 
and on the immigration of better adapted forms having been 
checked. But the action of natural selection will probably 
still oftener depend on some of the inhabitants becoming 
slowly modified; the mutual relations of many of the other 
inhabitants being thus disturbed. Nothing can be effected, 
unless tavourable variations occur, and variation itself is 
apparently always a very slow process. The process wiP 
often be greatly retarded by free intercrossing. Many will 
exclaim that these several causes are amply sufficient wholly 
to stop the action of natural selection, I do not believe 
so. On the other hand, I do believe that natural selection 
will always act very slowly, often only at long intervals of 
time, and generally on only a very few of the inhabitants of 
the same region at the same time. 1 further believe, that 
this very slow, intermittent action of patural selection accords 
perfectly well with what geology tells us of the rate and 
fanner at which the inhabitants of this world have changed. 
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51 ow ttiOugh the process of selection may be, if feeble 
man can do much by his powers of artificial selection, I can 
see no limit to the amount of change, to the beauty and 
infinite con plexity of the coadaptations between all organic 
beings, one with another and with their physical conditions 
of life, which may be effected in the long course of time 
by natpre’s power of selection. 

I 


Extinction .—This subject, will be more fully discussed in 
our chapter on Geology \ but it must be here alluded to 
from being intimately, connected . with natural selection. 
Natural selection acU solely through the preservation of 
variations in some ,way advantageous, which consequently 
endure. But as from the high geometrical powers of increase 
of all organic beings, each area is already fully stocked with 
inhabitants, it follows that as each selected and favoured form 
increases in number, so will the less favoured forms decrease 
and become rare. Rarity, as geology tells us, is the precursor 
to extinction. We can, also, see that any form represented 
by few individuals will, during fluctuations in the seasons 
! or in the number of its enemies, run a good chance of utter 
extinction. But w'e may go further than this; for as new 
\ forms are continually and slowly being produced, unless we 
I believe that the number of specific forms goes on perpetually 
; and almost indefinitely increasing, numbers ii^evitably must 
become extinct. That the number of specific forms has not 
I indefinitely increased, geology shows us plainly; and indeed 
we can see reason why they should not have thus increased, 
for the number of places in the polity of nature is not 
indefinitely great,—not that we have any means of knowing 
that any one region has as yet got its maximum of *^pecies. 
Probably no re'gion is as yet fully stocked, for at thfe Cape 


of'^Good Hop^, ^vhere more species of plants are crowded 
together than in any other quarter of the world, some foreign 
plants have become naturalised, without causing, as far as 
we know, the extinction of any natives. 

Furthermore, the species which are most numerous in 
individuals will have the best chance of producing within 
any given period favourable variations. We have evidence 
of this, in the facts given in the second chapter, showing 
[that it is the common species which afford the greatest 
tnumber of recorded varieties, or incipient species. Hence, 
pare species w'ill be less quickly modified or improved within 
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any given period, and they will consequently be ^beaten'in 
the race for life by the modified descendants of the commoner 
species. 

From these several considerations I think inevitably 
follows, that as new species in the course of time are formed 
through natural selectjpn, others will become rarer and 
rarer, ai\d finally extinct! The forms which stand in, closest 
competition with those undergoing modification fund improve¬ 
ment, will naturally suffer most.,^ And we have seen in the 
chapter on the Struggle for Existence that it is the most 
closely-allied forms,—varieWes of the same species, and 
species of the same genus or of relat^ genera,—which, from 
having nearly the same structure, corwtitution, and habits, 
generally come into the severest competition with each 
other. Consequently, each new variety or species, during 
the progress of its formation, will generally press hardest 
on its nearest kindred, and tend to exterminate them. We 
see the same process of extermination amongst our domesti¬ 
cated productions, through the selection of improved forms 
by man. Many curious instances could be given showing 
how quickly new breeds of cattle, sheep, and-other animals, 
and varieties of flowers, take the place of older and inferior 
kinds. In Yorkshire, it is historically known that the ancient 
black cattle were displaced by the long-horns, and that 
these “ were** swept away by the short-horns ” (I quote the 
words of an agricultural writer) “as if by some murderous 
pestilence.” 

Divergence of Character ,—The principle, which I have 
designated by this term, is of high importance on my theory, 
and ex^)lains, as I believe, several important facts. In the 
first place, varieties, even strongly-marketl ones, though 
having somevvhat of the character of specious—as is shtwn 
by the hopeless doubts in many cases how to rank them— 
yet certainly differ from each other far less than do good 
and distinct species. Nevertheless, according to my view, 
vatieties are species in the process of formation, or are, as 
I have called them, incipient species. How, then, does the 
lesser difference between varieties become augmented into 
the greater difference between species? That this does 
habitually happen, we must infer from most of the innumerable 
species throughout nature presenting^ well-marked differences ; 
whereas varieties, the supposed prototypes and parents of 
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future weVl-marked species, present slight and ill-defined 
differences' Mere chance, as we may call it, might cause 
one variety to differ in some character from its parents, and 
the offsppnj of this variety again to differ from its parent 
in the yory same character and in a greater degree; but 
this alone would never account for !jp habitual and large an 
amount, of difference as that between vyieties of the same 
species 'and species of the same genus. 

As has always been my practice, let us seek light on this 
head from our domestic productions. We shall here find 
something analogous. Jl fancier jk struck by a pigeon having 
a slightly shorter beak'[ another fancier is struck by a pigeon 
having a rather longer beak; and on the acknowledged 
principle that “fanciers do not and will not admire a 
medium standard, but like extremes,” they both go on (as 
has actually occurred with tumbler-pigeons) choosing and 
breeding from birds with longer and longer beaks, or with 
shorter and shorter beaks. Again, we may suppose that 
at an early period one man preferred swifter horses; another 
stronger and more bulky horses. The early differences would 
be very slight^ in the course of time, from the continued 
selection of swifter horses by some breeders, and of stronger 
ones by others, the differences wrould become greater, and 
would be noted as forming two sub-breeds; finally, after 
the lapse of centuries, the sub-breeds w^ould becofne converted 
into two well-established and distinct breeds. As the 
differences slowly become greater, the inferior animals with 
intermediate characters, being neither very swift nor very 
strong, will have been neglected, and will have tended to 
disappear. Here, then, we see in man’s productions the 
action of what fnay be called the principle of divergence, 
causing differences, at first barely appreciable, steadily to 
increase, and the breeds to diverge in character both from 
each other and from their common parent. 

But how, it may be asked, can any analogous principle 
apply in nature ? I believe it can and docs apply most 
efficiently, from the simple circumstance that the more 
diversified the descendants from any one species become 
in structure, constitution, and habits, by so much will they 
5 be better enabled to seize on many and widely diversified 
'' places in the polity of nature, and so be enabled to increase 
m numbers. 

^ We can clearly see this in the case of animals with i 
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simple habits. Take the case of a carnivorous quadru * 
of which the number that can be supported in any con 
has long ago arrived at its full average. If its natural po 
of increase be allowed to act, it can succeed fa increa 
(the country not undergoing any change in its conditi 
only by its varying descendants seizing on places at prest 
occupied by other animals: some of them, for instance, bei 
enabled to feed on new kinds of prey, either dead or ali 
some inhabiting new stations, climbing trees, frequer 
water, and some perhaps becoming less carnivorous, 
more diversified in habits^ and strl^ctu^e the descend 
of our carnivorous animal became, the more places 
would be enabled to occupy. What applies to one ar? 
will apply throughout all time to all animals—that ii 
they vary—for otherwise natural selection can do not) 
So it will be with plants. It has been experimentally prc 
that if a plot of ground be sown with one species of-g 
and a similar plot be sown with se'^eral distinct genei 
grasses, a greater number of plants and a greater 
of dry herbage can thus be raised. The same has 
found to hold good when first one variety aivd then se 
mixed varieties of wheat have been sown on equal sj 
of ground. Hence, if any one species of grass were t 
on varying, and those varieties were continually self 
which differed from each other in at all the same ms 
as distinct species and genera of grasses differ from 
other, a greater number of individual plants of this sp 
of grass, including its modified descendants, would sue 
in living on the same piece of ground. And we well 1 
that each species and each variety of grass is ann 
sowing"almost countless seeds; and thus, as,it may be . 
is striving its utmost to increase its numbers. Conseque 
I cannot doubt that in the course of inarfy thousanc 
generations, the most distinct varieties of any one sp 
of grass would always have the best chance of succe< 
and of increasing in numbers, and thus of supplanting 
less distinct varieties; and varieties, when rendered 
distinct from each other, take the rank of species. 

The truth of the principle, that the greatest amoui 
life can be supported by great diversification of struc 
is seer under many natural circumfttances. In an extre 
small area, especially if freely open to immigration, 

« where the contest between individual and individual 
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je severe, we always find great diversity in its inhabitants. 
^'o^ instance, I found that a piece of turf, three feet by four 
n size, wl^ich had been exposed for many years to exactly 
he same conditions, supported twenty species of plants, 
nd these belonged to eighteen genera and to eight orders, 
^hich shows how much these ptents differed from each 
ther. I So it is with the plants and msects on small and 
niform islets ; and so in small ponds of fresh water. Farmers 
nd that they can raise n?bst food by a rotation of plants 
elonging to the most different orders: nature follows what 
lay be called a simuMneous roTatidn. Most of the animals 
id plants which live close round any small piece of ground, 
juld live on it (su'^iposing it not to be in any vray peculiar 
1 its nature), and may Ijc said to be striving to the utmost 
» live there; but, it is seen, that where they come into the 
osest competition with each other, the advantages of 
versification of structure, with the accompanying differences 
habit and constitution, determine that the inhabitants, which 
as jostle each other most closely, shall, as a general 
le, belong to what we call different genera and orders. 

The same principle is seen in the naturalisation of plants ^ 
rough man’s agency in foreign lands. It might have been 
])ected that the plants which have succeeded in becoming 
.turalised in any land would generally havc^ been closely 
ied to the indigenes ; for these are commonly looked at 
specially created and adapted for their own country. It 
ght, also, perhaps have been expected that naturalised 
ints would have l)clonged to a few groups more especially 
apted to certain stations in their new homes. But the 
:e is very different; and Alph. L)e Candolle Ijas well 
narked in hrs great and admirable w^ork, that florals gain 
• naturalisation, proportionally with the niimber of the 
ive genera *and species, far more in new genera than 
new species. To give a single instance ; in the last edition 
Dr. Asa Gray’s ‘ Manual of the Flora of the Northern 
iicd States,’ 260 naturalised plants are enumerated, and 
ie belong to 162 genera. We thus see that these 

.iraliscd plants are of a highly diversified nature. They 
-T, moreover, to a large extent from the indigenes, for 
of the 162 genera, no less than loo genera are not 
e indigenous, and thus a large proportional addition is 
e to the genera of these States, 

y considering the nature of the plants or animals >vhich ' 

7 
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have strugi'led successfully with the indigenes of any country, 
and have there become naturalised, we can gain some crude 
idea in what manner some of the natives woul/I have ha<l 
to be modified, in order to have gained an advantage over 
the other natives; and we may, I think, at least safely infer 
that diversification of structure, amounting to new generic 
differences, would have been profitable to them. * 

The advantage of diversification in the inhabitants of the 
same region is, in fact, the same -hs that of the pliysiological 
division of labour in the organs of the same individual body - 
a subject so well elucidAteo' by Milnt.' Edwards. No [)liysi- 
ologist doubts that a stomach by being adapted to digest 
vegetable matter alone, or flesh alone, dVaws most nutriment 
from these substances. So in the general economy of any 
land, the more widely and jierfectly the animals and plants 
are diversified for different habits of life, so will a greater 
number of individuals be capable of there supporting them¬ 
selves, A set of animals, with their organisation but little 
diversified, could hardly compete with a set more perfectly 
diversified in structure. It may be doubted, for instance, 
whether the Australian marsupials, which art?’ divided into 
groups differing but little from each other, and feebly 
representing, as Mr. Waterhouse and others have remarked, 
our carnivorous, ruminant, and rodent mammals, could 
successfully compete with these wcll-pronounccd orders. In 
the Australian mammals, we see the process of diversification 
in an early and incomplete stage of development. 

After tlie foregoing discussion, which ought to have been 
much amplifit^d, we may, I think, assume that the modified 
descendants of any one species will succeed by so much the 
better 'is they become more diversified in structure, and are 
thus enabled to encroach on places occupied by other ljeiL;^'s. 
Now let us see how this principle of great* benefit being 
derived from divergence of character, combined with the j)rin- 
ciples of natural selection and of extinction, will tend to act. 

The accompanying diagram will aid us in understanding this 
rather perplexing sul)jec't. Ijci A to L repiesent the species 
of a genus large in its own country ; these species are supposed 
tore emble each other in unequal degrees, as is so generally 
the in nature, and as is represented in the diagram by the 
letter^ standing at unequal distances. I have said a large 
genus, because we have seen m the second chajiter, that on 
< an average more of the species of large genera vary Ilian ot 
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small genera; and the varying species of the large genera 
present a greater number of varieties. We have, also, seen 
that the ^^ecies, which are the commonest and the most 
widely-diffused, vary more than rare species with restricted 
ranges. Let (A) be a common, widely-diffused, and varying 
species, belonging to a genus large in ks own country. The little 
fan of diverging dotted lines of unequal lengths proceeding 
from (A), may represent its varying ofl'spring. The variations 
are supposed to be extremely slight, but of the most diversified 
nature; they are not-supposed all to appear simultaneously, 
but often after long intervals of tiAie ; nor are they all supposed 
to endure for equal j)eriods. Only those variations which are 
in some way profitanle will be preserved or naturally selected. 
And here the importance of the principle of benefit being 
derived from divergence of character comes in; for this will 
generally lead to the most different or divergent variation^ 
(represented by the outer dotted lines) being preserved and 
accumulated by natural selection. When a dotted line 
reaches one of the liorizontal lines, and is there marked by 
a small numbered letter, a sufficient amount of variation is 
supposed to “liavc been accumulated to have formed a fairly 
well'inarked variety, such as would be thought worthy of record 
in a systematic work. 

The intervals between the horizontal lines in the diagram, 
Miay represent each a thousand generations; but it would 
iiave been better if each had represented ten thousand 
generations. After a thousand generations, species (A1 is 
su[)|josed to have produced two fairly well-marked varieties, 
namely and These two varieties will generally continue 
to be ex[)osed to the same conditions which mg^e their 
parents variable, and the tendency to variability is in itself 
Iwireditary, consequently they will tend to vary, and generally 
to vary in nearly the same manner as their parents varied. 
Moreover, these two varieties, being only slightly modified 
forms, will tend to inherit those advantages which made their 
common parent (A) more numerous than most of the other 
inhabitants of the same country ; they will likewise partake 
of those more general advantages which made the genus to 
which the parent-species belonged, a large genus in its own 
country. And these circumstances we know to be favourable 
to the production of nevi varieties. 

If, then, these two varieties be variable, the most divergent 
of thcT variations will generally Itc preserved during the next* 
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thousand generations. And after this interval, variety is 
supposed in the diagram to have produced variety which 
will, owing to tlie principle of divergence, differ * more from 
(A) than did variety Variety is supposed to have 
produced two varieties, namely and s^, differing from each 
other, and more considerably from their common parent (A). 
We may continue thi process by similar steps for any length 
of time ; some of the varieties, after each ihousaJhd generations, 
producing only a single variety,' but in a more and more 
modified condition, some producing two or three varieties, 
and some failing to produce any. Thus tlie varieties or 
modified descendants, proceeding from the common parent 
(A), will generally go on increasing in number and diverging 
in character. In the diagram the process is represented up 
to the ten-thousandth generation, and under a condensed and 
simplified form up to the fourteenth-thousandth generation. 

But 1 must here remark that I do not suppose that the 
process ever goes on so regularly as is represented in the 
diagram, though in itself made somewhat irregular. 1 am fai 
from thinking that the most divergent varieties will invariably 
prevail and multiply: a medium form may often lung endure, 
and may or may not produce more than one modifiec 
descendant; for natural selection will always act according 
to the nature of the places which are either unoccupied or not 
perfectly occupied by other beings; and this will depend 
on infinitely complex relations. But as a general rule, the 
more diversified in structure the descendants from any one 
species can be rendered, the more places they will be enabled 
to seize on, and the more their modified progeny will he 
increased. In our diagram the line of succession is broken 
at regular intervals by small numbered lettcio marking the 
successive forms ^\hlch have become sufficiently distinct to *be 
recorded as varieties. But these breaks are imaginary’, and 
might have been inserted anywhere, after intervals lung enough 
to have allowed the accumulation of a considerable amount of 
divergent variation. 

As all the modified descendants from a common and widely- 
diffused species, belonging to a large genus, will tend to 
]>artake of the same advantages which made their parent 
successful in life, they will generally go on multiplying in 
number as w’cll as diverging in character: this is represented 
in ihe diagram by the several divergent branches proceeding 
from (A). The modified offspring from the later and more 
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highly improved branches in the lines of descent, will, it is 
probable, often take the place of, and so destroy, the earlier 
and less improved branches : this is represented in the diagram 
by some of the lower branches not reaching to the upper 
horizontal lines. In some cases I do not doubt that the 
process of modification will be confined to a single line of 
descent, and the number of the descendants will not be 
increased; although the amount of divergent modification 
may have been increased ift the successive generations. This 
case would be represented in thj diagram, if all the lines 
proceeding from (A) Were remwea, excepting that from to 
In the same^way, for instance, the English race-horse 
and English pointer have apparently both gone on slowly 
diverging in character from their original stocks, without 
t'ither having given off any fresh branches or races. 

After ten thousand generations, species (A) is supposed to 
have produced three forms, and ///^^, which, from 

having diverged in character during the successive generations, 
will have come to differ largely, but perhaps unequally, from 
each other and from their common parent. If we suppose 
the amount*^of change between each horizontal line in our 
diagram to be excessively small, these three forms may still 
be only well-marked varieties; or they may have arrived ai 
the doubtful category of sub-species; but we have only to 
suppose the steps in the process of modification to be more 
numerous or greater in amount, to convert these three forms 
into well-defined species : thus the diagram illustrates the 
steps by which the small differences distinguishing varieties 
are increased into the larger differences distinguishing species. 
By continuing the same process for a greater number of 
generations (a% shown in the diagram in a condensed and 
s'lTnplified mayner), we get eight species, marked by the letters 
between and all descended from (A). Thus, as I 
iielieve, species are multiplied and genera are formed. 

In a large genus it is probable that more than one species 
would vary. In the diagram I have assumed that a second 
species (I) has produced, by analogous steps, after ten 
thousand generations, either two well-marked varieties 
and or two species, according to the amount of change 
supposed to be represented between the horizontal lines. 
After fourteen thousantj generations, six new species, marked 
by the letters to are supposed to have been produced. 
In each genus, the species, which are already extremel’ji 
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different in character, will generally tend to produce the 
greatest number of modified descendants ; for these will have 
the best chance of filling new and widely differcnii places in 
the polity of nature : hence in the diagram I have chosen the 
extreme species (A), and the nearly extreme species (1), as 
those which have largely* varied, and have given rise to new 
varieties an<l species,. The other nine species (marked by 
capital letters) of our original genus, may fort a long period 
continue transmitting unaltered descendants; and this is 
shown in the diagram by the dotted lines not prolonged far 
upwards from want of space. ' 

But durinj; the process of modification, represented in the 
diagram, another of our principles, namely that of extinction, 
will have played an important part As in each fully stocked 
country natural selection necessarily acts by the selected form 
having some advantage in the struggle for life over other 
forms, there wiW be a constant tendency in the improved 
descendants of any one species to supplant and exterminate 
in each stage of descent their predecessors and their original 
parent. For it should be remembered that the competition 
will generally bo ukjsl severe between those fonfis which are 
most nearly related to each other in habits, constitution, and 
structure. Hence all the intermediate forms between the 
earlier and iatei states, that is bemeen the less and more 
improved stale of a species, as well as the original parent- 
species itself, will generally tend to liecome extinct. So it 
probably will l;e with many whole collateral lines of descent, 
which will be conquered by later and improved lines of 
descent. If, however, the modified offspring of a species get 
into soiTje distinct country, or become quickly adapted to 
some qvite new station, in which child and parent do not 
come into competition, both may continue to exist. 4 ^ 

If then our diagram be assumed to represent a considerable 
amount of modification, species (A) and all the earlier varieties 
will have become extinct, having been replaced by eight new 
species to and (I) will have been replaced by six 

to new species. 

But we rr.ay go further than this. The original species 
of oui genus were supposed to resemble each other in unequal 
degrees, as is so generally the case in nature; species (A) 
being more nearly related to B, C| and D, than to the 
other species; and species (I) more to G, H, K, L, than 
lO tl'C otiieis. These two species (A) and (I), were also 
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supposed to be very common and widely diffused species, 
so that they must originally have had some advantage over 
most of |he other species of the genus. Their modified 
descendants, fourteen in number at the fourteen-thousandth 
generation, will probably have inherited some of the same 
advantages: they have also been# modified and improved 
in a diversified manner at each stage*of descent, so as to 
have become adapted to many related places in the natural 
economy of their country* It seems, tlierefore, to me ex¬ 
tremely probable that they will l^ve taken the places of, 
and thus exterminated, not only ineir parents (A) and (I), 
but likewise some of the original species which were most 
nearly related to *their parents. Hence very few of the 
original species will have transmitted offspring to the fourteen- 
thousandth generation. We may suppose that only one (F), 
of the two species which were least closely related to the 
other nine original species, has transmitted descendants to 
this this stage of descent. 

The new species in our diagram descended from the original 
eleven species, will now l)e fifteen in number. Owing to 
thu divcrgefit tendency of natural selection, the extreme 
amount of difference in character between species and 
will be much greater than that between the most different 
of the original eleven species. The new species, moreover, 
will be allied to each other in a widely different manner. Of 
the eight descendants from (A) the three marked 
will be nearly related from having recently branched off 
from and from having diverged at an earlier 

j>eriod from rt®, will be in some degree distinct from the three 
first-named species ; and lastly, and will J)e nearly 

related one to the other, but from having diverged at the 
ti«>t commencement of the process of modification, will be 
widely different from the other five species, and may con¬ 
stitute a sub-genus or even a distinct genus. 

The six descendants from (I) will form two sub-genera or 
even genera. But as the original species (1) differed largely 
from (A), standing nearly at the extreme points of the original 
genus, the six descendants from (I) will, owing to inheritance, 
differ considerably from the eight descendants from (A); the 
two groups, moreover, are supposed to have gone on diverging 
in different directions. | The intermediate species, also (and 
this is a very important consideration), which connected the 
original species (A) and (1), have all become, excepting (¥)% 
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extinct, and have left no descendants. Hence the six new 
species descended from (I), and the eight descended from 
(A), will have to be ranked as very distinct genera, or even 
as distinct sub-families. 

Thus it is, as I believe, that two or more genera are 
produced by descent, wi/h modification, from tw'o or more 
species of the same, genus. And the two or more parent- 
species are supposed to have descended from siprae one species 
of an earlier genus. In our dirgram, this is indicated by 
the broken lines, Ixsneath the capital letters, converging in 
sub-branches downwards''towards a single point; this point 
representing a single species, the supposed single parent of 
our several new sub-genera and genera. 

It is worth while to reflect for a moment on the character 
of the new species which is supposed not to have diverged 
much in character, but to have retained the form of (F), 
either unaltered or altered only in a slight degree. In this 
case, its affinities to the other fourteen new species will be 
of a curious and circuitous nature. Having descended from 
a form which stood between the two parent-species (A) and 
(I), no^Y supposed to be extinct and unknown, it will be 
in some degiee intermediate in character betwx*en the two 
groups descending from these species. But as these two 
groups have gone on diverging in clmracter from the type 
of their parents, the new species (f^^) will not be directly 
intermediate between them, but rather between types of the 
Lw'o groups; and every naturalist will be able to bring some 
such case before his mind. 

In the diagram, each horizontal line has hitherto been 
'.upposed to represent a thousand generations, but each may 
lepreseijt a million or hundred million genenbeions, and like¬ 
wise a section of the successive strata of the earth's cru;5t 
including extinct remains. We shall, when we come to our 
chapter on Geology, have to refer again to this subject, and 
I think we shall then see that the diagram throws light on 
the affinities of extinct beings, which, though generally be¬ 
longing to the same orders, or families, or genera, with those 
now living; vet are often, in some degree, intermediate in 
charjcter between existing groups; and wx can understand 
this fact, for the extinct species lived at very ancient epochs 
when the branching lines of dcscent|had diverged less. 

I see no reason to limit the process of modification, as 
fuow explained, to the formation of genera alone. If, in our 
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diagram, we suppose the amount of change repiesented by 
each successive group of diverging dotted lines to be very 
great, theiforms marked to those marked and/^^, 
and those marked to will form three very distinct 
genera. We shall also have two very distinct genera descended 
from (I); and as these latter two gijnera, both from continued 
divergence of character and from inheritance from a different 
parent, will differ widely from the three genera descended 
from (A), the two little groups of genera will form two distinct 
families, or even orders, according to the amount of divergent 
modification supposed to be repf^sented in the diagram. And 
the two new families, or orders, will have descended from 


two species of the*original genus; and these two species are 
supposed to have descended from one species of a still more 
ancient and unknown genus. 

We have seen that in each country it is the species of 
the larger genera which oftenest present varieties or incipient 
species. This, indeed, might have been expected; for as 
natural selection acts through one form having some advantage 
over other forms in the struggle for existence, it will chiefly 
act on those which already have some advantage; and the 
largeness of any group shows that its species have inherited 
from a common ancestor some advantage in common. 
Hence, the struggle for the production of new and modified 
descendants, will mainly lie between the larger groups, which 
are all trying to increase in number. One large group will 
slowly conquer another large group, reduce its numbers, 
and thus lessen its chance of further variation and improve¬ 
ment. W ithin the same large group, the latter and more 
highly perfected sub-groups, from branching out and seizing 
on many new# places in the polity of Nature, will cqnstantly 
t^d to supplant and destroy the earlier and less improved 
sub-groups. ‘Small and broken groups and sub-groups will 
finally tend to disappear. Looking to the future, we can 
predict that the groups of organic beings which are now 
large and triumphant, and which are least broken up, that 
IS, which as yet have suffered least extinction, will for a long 
period continue to increase. But which groups will ultimately 
prevail, no man can predict; for we well know that many 
groups, formerly most extensively developed, have now 


become extinct. Looking still more remotely to the future, 
we may predict that, ’owing to the continued and steady 
increase of the larger groups, a multitude of smaller grouprj 
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wiil M.coiiii utUiiy extinct, and leave no modified descendants; 
and consequently that of the species living at any one period, 
extremely few will transmit descendants to a remOSie futurity. 
I shall have to return to this subject in the chapter on 
Classification, but I may add that on this view of extremely 
few of the more ancient rpecies having transmitted descend¬ 
ants, and on the view of all the descendants of the same 
species making a class, we can understand ihow it is that 
there exist but very few classes *"10 each main division of 
the animal and vegetable kingdoms. Although extremely 
few of the most ancient sp{;cie.s may now have living and 
modified descendants, yet at the most remote geological 
period, the earth may have been as well‘peopled with many 
species of many genera, families, orders, and classes, as at 
the present day. 

Summary of Chapter ,—If during the long course of ages 
and under varying conditions of life, organic l)eings vary at 
all in the several parts of their organisation, and I think this 
cannot be disputed ; if there be, owing to the high geometrical 
powers of increase of each species, at some agt?', season, or 
year, a sevc;re struggle fi>r life, and this certainly cannot be 
disputed \ then, considering the infinite complexity of the 
relations of all organic beings to each other and to their 
conditions of existence, causing an infinite diversity in 
structure, constitution, and habits, to be advantageous to 
them, I think it would be a most extraordinary fact if no 
variation ever had occurred useful to each being*s own welfare, 
in the same way as so m:my variations have occurred useful 
to man.^ But if variations useful to any organic being do 
occur, assuredly individuals thus characterised^ will have the 
best chance of being preserved in the struggle for life; aivd 
irom the strong piinciplc of inheritance they’will tend to 
produce offspring similarly characterised. This principle of 
preservation, I have called, for the sake of brevity, Natural 
Selection. Natural selection, on the principle of qualities 
iicing inherited at corresponding ages, can modify the egg, 
seed, or yoang, as easily as the adult. Amongst many 
animals, sexual selection will give its aid to ordinary selection, 
by assuring to the most vigorous and be.st adapted males the 
greatest nuinl)er of offspring. Sexualjseleciion will also give 
characters useful to the males alone, 'in their struggles with 
•)ther males. 



NATURAL SELECriON. 


107 


Whether natural selection has really thus acted in nature, 
in modifying and adapting the various forms of life to their 
several conditions and stations, must be judged of by the 
general tenour and balance of evidence given in the following 
chapters. But we already see how it entails extinction; ana 
how largely extinction has acted in the world’s history, geology 
plainly declares. Natural selection, also, leads to divergence 
of character ; for more living beings can be supported on the 
same area the more they diverge in structure, habits, and 
constitution, of which we see pro(jf by looking at the in¬ 
habitants of any small spot of at naturalised productions. 
Therefore during the modification of the descendants of any 
one species, and dtiring the incessant struggle of all species 
to increase in numbers, the more diyersified these descendants 
become, the better will be their chance of succeeding in 
the battle of life. Thus the small differences distinguishing 
varieties of the same species, will steadily tend to increase 
till they come to equal the greater differences between species 
of the same genus, or even of distinct genera. 

We have seen that it is the common, the widely-diffused, 
and widely-f^nging species, belonging to the larger genera, 
which vary most; and these will tend to transmit to their 
modified offspring that superiority which now makes them 
dominant in their own countries. Natural sejection, as has 
just been remarked, leads to divergence of character and 
to much extinction of the less improved and intermediate 
forms of life. On these principles, I believe, the nature of 
the affmitit'S of all organic beings may be explained. It is 
a truly wonderful fact—the wonder of which we are apt to 
overlook from familiarity—that all animals and al} plants 
throughout all* tunc and space should be related to each 
otker in groug subordinate to group, in the manner which 
we everywhere behold—namely, varieties of the same species 
most closely related together, species of the same genus 
less closely and unequally related together, forming sections 
and sub-genera, species of distinct genera much less closely 
related, and genera related in different degrees, forming 
sub-families, families, orders, sub-classes, and classes. The 
several subordinate groups in any class cannot be ranked 
m a single file, but seem rather to be clustered round points, 
and these round other points, and so on in almost endless 
cycles. On the view that each species has been independently 
created, I can see no explanation of this great fact in the 
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classification of all organic beings; but, to the best of my 
judgment, it is explained through inheritance and the complex 
action of natural selection, entailing extinction and^divergence 
of character, as we have seen illustrated in the diagram. 

The affinities of all the beings of the same class have 
sometimes been represerPted by a great tree. I believe this 
simile largely speaks the truth. The green and budding 
twigs may represent existing species; and thoSe produced 
during each former year may represent the long succession 
of extinct species. At eaph period of grow'th all the growing 
twigs have tried to branch out on all sides, and to overtop 
and kill the surrounding twigs and branches, in the same 
manner as species and groups of species have tried to 
overmaster other species in the great battle for life. The 
limbs divided into great branches, and these into lesser 
and lesser branches, were themselves once, when the tree 
was small, budding twigs; and this connexion of the former 
and present buds by ramifying branches may well represent 
the classification of all extinct and living species in groups 
subordinate to groups. Of the many twigs which flourished 
when the tree was a mere bush, only two or three, now grown 
into great branches, yet survive and bear all the other 
branches ; so with the species which lived during long'past 
geological periods, very few now have living and modified 
descendants. From the first growth of the tree, many a 
limb and branch has decayed and dropped off; and these 
lost branches of various sizes may represent those whole 
orders, families, and genera which have now no living repre¬ 
sentatives, and which are known to us only from having been 
found in a fossil state. As we here and there see a thin 
straggling branch springing from a fork low down in a tree, 
and which by some chance has been favoured and is still 
alive on its summit, so we occasionally see an animal like 
the Ornithorhynchus or Lepidosiren, which in some small 
degree connects by its affinities two large branches of life, 
and which has apparently been saved from fatal competition 
by having inhabited a protected station. As buds give rise 
by growth to ficsh buds, and these, if vigorous, branch out 
and o^■e^top on all sides many a feebler branch, so by 
generatiori I believe it h?s been with the great Tree of Life, 
which fills with its dead and broken branches the crust of the 
earth, and covers the surface with Its ever branching and 
^^beautiful ramifications. 
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Laws of VmrlItion. 

KfiTects of external coalitions—Use and disuse, combined with natural 
selection ; organs of flight and of vision—Acclimatisation—Correlation 
of growth—Compensation and economy of growth—KaUe correlations 
—Multiple, rudimentary, and lowly organised structures variable 
Parts developed in an unusual manner are highly variable : specific 
characters more variable than generic: secondary sexual characters 
variable—Species of the same genus vary in an analogous manner 
—Reversions to long lost characters—Summary. 

1 HAVE hitherto sometimes spoken as if the variations—so 
common ant? multiform in organic beings under domestication, 
and in a lesser degree in those in a state of nattjre—had 
been due to chance. This, of course, is a wholly incorrect 
expression, but it serves to acknowledge plainly, our ignorance 
of the cause of each particular variation. Some authors 
believe it to be as much the function of the rciiroductive 
system to produce individual differences, or very slight 
deviations of structure, as to make the child like its parents. 
Lut the much greater variability, as well as the greater 
frequency of monstrosities, under domestication or cultivation, 
than under njfture, leads me to believe that deviations of 
structure arc in some way due to the nature of the conditions 
of life, to which the parents and their more remote ancestors 
have been exposed during several generations. I have 
remarked in the first chapter—but a long catalogue of facts 
which cannot be here given would be necessary to show 
the truth of the remark—that the reproductive system is 
eminently susceptible to changes in the conditions of life; 
and to this system being functionally disturbed in the parents, 
I chiefly attribute the varying or plastic condition of the 
offspiing. The male ajid female sexual elements seem to 
be affected before tliat* union takes place which is to form 
a new being. In the case of “sporting’* plants, the bud, 
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which in its earliest condition does not apparently differ 
essentially from an ovule, is alone affected. But why, because 
the reproductive system is disturbed, this or that jiart should 
vary more or less, we are profoundly ignorant. Nevertheless, 
we can here and there dimly catch a faint ray of light, and 
we may feel sure that there must be some cause for each 
deviation of structure, however slight. 

How much direct effect difference of climate, food, &c., 
produces on any being is extremely doubtful. My impression 
is, that the effect is extremely small in the case of animals, 
but perhaps rather more in that of plants. We may, at 
least, safely conclude that such influences cannot have 
produced the many striking and complex co-adaptions of 
structure between one organic being and another, which we 
see everywhere throughout nature. Some little influence may 
be attributed to climate, food, &c. : thus, E. Forties speaks 
confidently that shells at their southern limit, and when 
living in shallow water, are more brightly coloured than 
those of the same species further north or from greater depths. 
<lould believes that birds of the same species are more 
brightly coloured under a clear atmosphere, than when living 
on islands or near the coast. So with insects, Wollaston 
W convinced that residence near the sea affects their colours. 
Moquin-Tandpji gives a list of plants which when growing 
near the sea shore have their leaves in some degree fleshy, 
though not elsewhere fleshy. Several other such cases could 
be given. 

The fact of varieties of one si>ccies, when they range into 
the zone of hal^itation of other species, often acquiring in a very 
slight d/^gree some of the characters of such species, accords 
with owr view that sj)ecies of all kinds are only well-marked 
and permanent varieties. Thus the species of shells w^hiuh 
are confined to tropical and shallow seas are generally brighter- 
coloured than those confined to cold and deeper seas. The 
Jiirds which are confined to continents are, according to Mr. 
<lould, brighter-coloured than those of islands. The insect- 
species confined to sea-coasts, as every collector knows, are 
often brassy or lurid. Plants which live exclusively on the 
sea-side are very apt to have fleshy leaves. He who believes 
in the creation of each species, will have to say that this 
shell, for instance, was created wit)> bright colours for a 
warm sea; but that this other shell ^became bright-coloured 
variation when it ranged into warrner or shallower waters. 
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When a variation is of the slightest use to a being, we 
cannot tell how much of it to attribute to the accumulative 
action of :iatural selection, and how much to the conditions 
of life. Thus, it is well known to furriers that animals of 
the same species have thicker and better fur the more 
severe the climate is under which they have lived; but 
who can tell how much of this diffenjince may be due to 
the warmcst-clad individuals having been favoured and pre¬ 
served during many genefetions, and how much to the 
direct action of the severe climate ?^, for it would appear that 
climate has some direct action 5n the hair of our domestic 
quadrupeds. 

Instances could be given of the same variety being pro¬ 
duced under conditions of life as different as can well be 
Ci)nceived; and, on the other hand, of different varieties 
being produced from the same species under the same 
conditions. Such facts show how indirectly the conditions 
of life must act Again, innumerable instances are known 
to every naturalist of species keeping true, or not varying 
at all, although living under the most opposite climates. 
Such considerations as these incline me to lay very little 
weight on the direct action of the conditions of life. In¬ 
directly, as already remarked, they seem to play an important 
part in affecting the reproductive system, and n\ thus inducing 
variability; and natural selection will then accumulate all 
profUahle variations, however slight, until they become plainly 
developed and appreciable by us. 

Effects of Use and Disuse ,—From the facts alluded to in 
the first chapter, 1 think there can be little doubt that use 
in our domesvic animals strengthens and enlarges * certain 
parts, and disuse diminishes them ; and that such modifications 
are inherited. ' Under free nature, we can have no standard 
of comparison, by which to judge of the effects of long- 
continued use or disuse, for we know not the parent-forms; 
but many animals have structures which can be explained 
by the effects of disuse. As Professor Owen has remarked, 
there is no greater anomaly in nature than a l)ird that cannot 
fly; yet there are several in this state. The logger-headed 
duck of South America can only flap along the surface of 
the water, and has its wings in nearly the same condition 
as the domestic A>IesI)ury duck. As the larger ground- 
ieeding birds seldom ftike flight except to escape danger, i 
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1 believe that the nearly wingless condition of several b 
which now inhabit or have lately inhabited several oce , 
islands, tenanted by no beast of prey, has been.causec 
disuse. The ostrich indeed inhabits continents and is exp‘ 
to danger from which it cannot escape by flight, but 
kicking it can defend its,elf from enemies, as well as an 
the smaller quadrupeds. We may imagine that the i 
progenitor of the ostrich had habits like those of a bust 
and that as natural selection increajed in successive general 
the size and weight of^ its body, its legs were used rr 
and its wings less, until thdy became incapable of flight 

Kirby has remarked (and I have observed the same 
that the anterior tarsi, or feet, of many male dung-fee 
beetles are very often broken off; he examined seven 
specimens in his own collection, and not one had eve 
relic left. In the Onites apelles the tarsi are so habiti 
lost, that the insect has been described as not having tf 
In some other genera they are present, but in a rudimen 
condition. In the Atcuchus or sacred beetle of the Egypti 
they are totally deficient. There is not sufficient evide 
to induce us to believe that mutilations are ever inherit 
and I should piefer explaining the entire absence of 
anterior tarsi in Ateuchus, and their rudimentary conditioi 
some other genera, by the long-continued effects of di; 
in their progenitors; for as the tarsi are almost always 
in many dung-feeding beetles, they must be lost early 
life, and tlierefore cannot be much used by these insect: 

In some cases we might easily put down to disuse m 
fications of .structure which are wholly, or mainly, due 
natural selection. Mr. Wollaston has discovered the 
inarkabl*e fact that 200 beetles, out of the 550 species inhabi' 
Madeira, are so far deficient in wings that they cannot 
and that of the twenty-nine endemic genera, no less ti 
twenty-three genera have all their species in this conditit 
Several facts, namely, that beetles in many parts of the wc 
are very freciuently blown to sea and perish; that the bee 
in Madeira, as observed by Mr. Wollaston, lie much conceal 
until the wand lulls and the sun shines; that the proport 
of win^^iess beetles is larger on the exposed Dezertas tl 
in Madeira itself; and especially the extraordinary fact, 
strongly insisted on by Mr. Wollaston, of the almost ent 
absence of certain large groups oftbeetles, elsewhere * 
^rcssivdy numerous, and which groups have habits of 1 
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most necessitating frequent flight;—these several considera- 
)ns have made me believe that the wingless condition of 
. many ^adeira beetles is mainly due to the action of 
itural selection, but combined probably with disuse. For 
aring thousands of successive generations each individual 
eetle which flew least, either from its wings having been 
ver so little less perfectly developed or from indolent habit, 
ill have had the best chance of surviving from not being 
Jown out to sea; and, og the other hand, those beetles 
diich most readily took to flight will oftenest have been 
flown to sea and thus have beqp destroyed. 

The insects in Madeira which are not ground-feeders, and 
vhich, as the flo^^’er-feeding colcoptera and lepidoptera, 
nust habitually use their wings to gain their subsistence, 
lave, as Mr. Wollaston suspects, their wings not at all 
;educed, but even enlarged. This is quite compatible with 
:he action of natural selection. For when a new insect first 
irrived on the island, the tendency of natural selection to 
enlarge or to reduce the wings, would depend on whether a 
treater number of individuals were saved by successfully 
battling wdth ,the winds, or by giving up the attempt and 
’■arcly or never flying. As with mariners shipwrecked near a 
:oast, it would have been l^etter for the good swimmers if 
'.hey had been able to swim still further, whereas it would 
lave been better for the bad swimmers if they«had not been 
iljle to swim at all and had stuck to the wreck. 

The eyes of moles and of some burrowing rodents are 
udimentary in size, and in some cases are quite covered 
ip by skin and fur. This state of the eyes is probably due 
o gradual reduction from disuse, but aided perhaps by 
iatural selectiop. In South America, a burrowing Rodent, 
he tuco-tuco, or Ctenomys, is even more subterranean in 
.sliabits than.the mole; and I was assured by a Spaniard, 
■ho had often caught them, that they were frequently blind ; 
ne which I kept alive was certainly in this condition, the 
ause, as appeared on dissection, having been inflammation 
f the nictitating membrane. As frequent inflammation of 
le eyes must be injurious to any animal, and as eyes are 
.jrtainly not indispensable to animals with subterranean habits, 
reduction in their size with the adhesion of the eyelids 
id growth of fur over them, might in such case be an 
Ivantage; and if so, natural selection would constantly aid 
e effects of disuse. 
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It is well known that several animals, belonging to the 
most different classes, which inhabit the caves of Styria 
and of Kentuck)', are blind. In some of the crabs the 
foot-stalk for the eye remains, though the eye is gone; the 
stand for the telescoi)e is there, though the telescope with 
its glasses has been lost As it is difficult to imagine that 
eyes, though useless, couTd be in any way injurious to animals 
living in darkness, I attribute their loss wholly to disuse. In 
one of the blind animals, namelv^ the cave-rat,^ the eyes are 
of immense size; and Professor Silliman thought that it 
regained, after living sonie (Jays in the light, some slight power 
of vision. In the same manner as in Madeira the wings of 
some of the insects have been enlarged, and the wings of 
others have been reduced by natural selection aided by use 
and disuse, so in the case of the cave-rat natural selection seems 
to have struggled with the loss of light and to have increased 
the size of the eyes; whereas with all the other inhabitants 
of the caves, disuse by itself seems to have done its work. 

It is difficult to imagine conditions of life more similar 
than deep limestone caverns under a nearly similar climate ; 
so that on the common view' of the blind animajs having been 
separately created for the American and European caverns, 
close similarity ip their organisation and affinities might have 
been expected ; but, as Schiodte and others have remarked, 
this is not the case, and the cave-insects of the tw'o continents 
are not more closely allied than might have been anticipated 
from the general resemblance of the other inhabitants of 
North America and Europe. On my view w’e must suppose 
that American animals, having ordinary powers of vision, 
slowly migrated by successive generations from the outer 
world into the deeper and deeper recesses of the Kentucky 
caves, as did European animals into the caves of Europe. 
We have some evidence of this gradation of habit; for, as 
Schiodte remarks, ‘^animals not far remote from ordinary 
forms, prepare the transition from light to darkness. Next 
follow those that are constructed for twilight; and, last of 
all, those destined for total darkness.” By the time that an 
animal had reached, after numberless generations, the deepest 
arececses, disuse will on this view have more or less perfectly 
obliterated its eyes, and natural selection will often have 
effected other changes, such as an increase in the length 
of the antennae or palpi, as a con|pensation for blindness. 
Notwithstanding such modifications, we might expect still to 
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see in the cave-animals of America, affinities to the other 
inhabitants of that continent, and in those of Europe, to the 
inhabitants^f the European continent. And this is the case 
with some of the American cave-animals, as I hear from 
Professor Dana; and some of the European cave-insects are 
very closely allied to those of the surrounding country. It 
would be most difficult to give any ittional explanation of the 
affinities of the blind cave-animals to tha other inhabitants of 
the two continents on the ordinary view of their independent 
creation- That several of tne inhabitants of the caves of the 
Old and New Worlds should Ijp closely related, we might 
expect from the well-known relationship of most of their other 
productions. Far fyjm feeling any surprise that some of the 
cave-animals should be very anomalous, as Agassiz has 
remarked in regard to the blind fish, the Amblyopsis, and as 
is the case with the blind Proteus with reference to the 
reptiles of Europe, I am only surprised that more wrecks of 
ancient life have not been preserved, owing to the less severe 
competition to which the inhabitants of these dark abodes 
will probably have been exposed. 

Acclimatisation .—Habit is hereditary with plants, as in the 
period of flowering, in the amount of rain requisite for seeds 
to germinate, in the time of sleep, &c., and this leads me 
to say a few words on acclimatisation. A*; it is extremely 
common for species of the same genus to inhabit very hot 
and very cold countries, and as I believe that all the species 
of the same genus have descended from a single parent, 
if this view be correct, acclimatisation must be readily effected 
during long-continued descent. It is notorious that each 
species is adapted to the climate of its own home :• species 
from an arctic or even from a temperate region cannot •endure 
a tropical cliniate, or conversely. So again, many succulent 
plants cannut endure a damp climate. But the degree of 
adaptation of species to the climates under which they live 
s often overrated. We may infer this from our frequent 
inability to predict whether or not an imported plant will 
endure our climate, and from the number of plants and 
animals brought from warmer countries which here enjoy 
good health. We have reason to believe that species in a 
state of nature are limited in their ranges by the competition 
of other organic beings quite as much as, or more than, 
by adaptation to particilar climates. But whether or not the 
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adaptation be generally very close, we have evidence, in the 
case of some few plants, of their becoming, to a certain extent, 
naturally habituated to different temperatures, or becoming 
acclimatised: thus the pines and rhododendrons, raised from 
seed collected by Dr. Hooker from trees growing at different 
heights on the Himalaya, were found in this country to possess 
different constitutional powers of resisting cold. Mr- Thwaites 
informs me that he i has observed similar facts in Ceylon, 
and analogous observations have been made by Mr. H. C. 
Watson on European species di plants brought from the 
Azores to England. In regard to animals, several authentic 
cases could be given of species within historical times havinjjf 
largely extended their range from warmer to cooler latitudes, 
and conversely; but we do not positively know that these 
animals w^ere strictly adapted to their native climate, but 
in all ordinary cases we assume such to be the case; nor 
do we know that they have subsequently become acclimatised 
to their new homes. 

As I believe that our domestic animals were originally 
chosen by uncivilised man because they were useful and bred 
readily under conlineinent, and not because they were subse¬ 
quently found capable of far-extended transportation, I think 
the common and extraordinary capacity in our domestic 
animals of not only withstanding the most different climates 
but of being p^^rfectly fertile (a far severer test) under them, 
may be used as an argument that a large proportion of other 
animals, now in a state of nature, could easily be brought 
to bear widely different climates. We must not, however, 
push the foregoing argument too far, on account of the 
probable origin of some of our domestic animals from several 
wild stacks: the blood, for instance, of a tropical and arctic 
wolf or wild dog may perhaps be mingled in our domestic 
breeds. The rat and mouse cannot be considered as domestic 
animals, but they have been transported by man to many 
parts of the world, and now have a far wider range than any 
other rodent, living free under the cold climate of Faroe in 
the north and of the Falklands in the south, and on many 
islands in the torrid zones. Hence I am inclined to look 
at adaptation to any special climate as a quality readily grafted 
on an innate wide Ilexibility of constitution, which is common 
to most animals. On this view, the capacity of endiiring 
the most different climates by man himself and by his domestic 
animals, and such facts as that former ^pecies of the elephant 
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and rhinoceros were capable of enduring a glacial climate, 
whereas the living species are now all tropical or sub-tropical 
in their habits, ought not to be looked at as anomalies, but 
merely as examples of a very common flexibility of constitution, 
brought, under peculiar circumstances, into play. 

How much of the acclimatisation of species to any peculiar 
climate is due to mere habit, and ^ow much to the natural 
selection of varieties having different/innate constitutions, 
and how much to both mgans combined, is a very obscure 
question. That habit or custom has some influence I must 
believe, both from analogy, an^ frSm the incessant advice 
given in agricultural works, even in the ancient Encyclopaedias 
of China, to be verjj cautious in transposing animals from one 
district to another; for it is not likely that man should have 
succeeded in selecting so many breeds and sub-breeds with 
constitutions specially fitted for their own districts: the result 
must, I think, be due to habit. On the other hand, I can 
sec no reason to duubt that natural selection will continually 
tend to preserve those individuals which are born with con¬ 
stitutions best adapted to their native countries. In treatises 
on ma«y kinds of cultivated plants, certain varieties are said 
to withstand certain climates better than others : this is very 
strikingly shown in works on fruit trees published in the 
United States, in which certain varieties are habitually recom¬ 
mended for the northern, and others for the southern States ; 
and as most of these varieties are of recent origin, they 
cannot owe their constitutional differences to habit. The 
case of the Jerusalem artichoke, which is never propagated 
by seed, and of which consequently new varieties have not 
been produced, has even been advanced—for it is now as 
tender as ever, it was—as proving that acclimatisatioa cannot 
be effected! The case, also, of the kidney-bean has been 
often cited f«r a similar purpose, and with much greater 
weighty but until some one will sow, during a score of 
generations, his kidney-beans so early that a very large 
proportion are destroyed by frost, and then collect seed 
from the few survivors, with care to prevent accidental crosses, 
and then again get seed from these seedlings, with the same 
precautions, the experiment cannot be said to have been even 
tried. Nor let it be supposed that no differences in the 
constitution of seedling kidney-beans ever appear, for an 
account has been pubjished how much more hardy some 
seedlings appeared to than others. 
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On the whole, I think we may conclude that habit, use, 
and disuse, have, in some cases, played a considerable part 
in the modification of the constitution, and of thr^ structure 
of various organs; but that the effects of use and disuse have 
often been largely combined with, and sometimes over¬ 
mastered by, the natural selection of innate differences. 

Correlation of Gt^owth .—I mean by this expression that 
the whole organisation is so tied^ together durin^g its growth 
and development, that,when slight variations in any one 
part occur, and are accumulated through natural selection, 
other parts become modified. This is a very important 
subject, most imperfectly understood. ‘•The most obvious 
case is, that modifications accumulated solely for the good 
of the young or larva, will, it may safely be concluded, affect 
the structure of the adult; in the same manner as any 
malcontormation affecting the early embryo, seriously affects 
the whole organisation of the adult. The several parts of 
the body which are homologous, and which, at an early 
embryonic period, are alike, seem liable to vary in an allied 
manner; we see this in the right and left sides of the body 
varying in the same manner; in the front and hind legs, and 
even in the jaws and limbs, varying together, for the lower 
jaw is believed to be homologous wuth the limbs. These 
tendencies, I do not doubt, may be mastered more or less 
completely by natural selection : thus a family of stags once 
existed whth an antler only on one side; and if this had been 
of any great use to the breed it might probably have been 
rendered permanent by natural selection. 

Homologous parts, as has been remarked by some authors, 
tend to*'cohere; this is often seen in monstrous plants; and 
nothing is more common than the union of homologojus 
parts in normal structures, as the union of the petals of the 
corolla into a tube. Hard parts seem to affect the form of 
adjoining soft parts ; it is believed by some authors that the 
diversity in the shape of the pelvis in birds causes the 
remarkable diversity in the shape of their kidneys. Others 
believe that the shape of the pelvis in the human mother 
influences by pressure the shape of the head of the child- 
In snakes, according to Schlegel, the shape of the body and 
the manner of swallowing determine the position of several 
of the most important viscera. 

The nature of the bond o( correlation is very fretiuenllv 
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quite obscure, M, Is. Geoffroy St. Hilaire has forcibly re¬ 
marked, that certain malconformations very frequently, and 
that otherj rarely coexist, without our being able to assign 
any reason. What can be more singular than the relation 
between blue eyes and deafness in cats, and the tortoise-shell 
colour with the female sex; the feathered feet and skin 
between the outer toes in pigeons, and the presence of 
more or less down on the young birc^ when first hatched, 
with the future colour of their plumage ; or, again, the relation 
between the hair and teeth •n the naked Turkish dog, though 
here probably homology comes interplay? With respect to 
this latter case of correlation; I think it can hardly be 
accidental, that if pick out the two orders of mammalia 
which are most abnormal in their dermal covering, viz. Cetacea 
(whales) and Edentata (armadilloes, scaly anteaters, &c.), that 
these are likewise the most abnormal in their teeth. 

I know of no case better adapted to show the importance 
of the laws of correlation in modifying important structures, 
independently of utility and, therefore, of natural selection, 
than that of the difference between the outer and inner 
flowers^ in some Compositous and Umbelliferous plants. 
Every one knows the difference in the ray and central florets 
of, for instance, the daisy, and this difference is often accom¬ 
panied with the abortion of parts of the flower. But, in 
some Compositous plants, the seeds also differ in shape and 
sculpture ; and even the ovary itself, with its accessory parts, 
differs, as has been described by Cassini. These differences 
have been attributed by some authors to pressure, and the 
shape of the seeds in the ray-florets in some Compositse 
countenances this idea; but, in the case of the corolla of 
the Umbelliferae, it is by no means, as Dr, Hookey informs 
me, in species with the densest heads that the inner and 
oflttr flowers,most frequently differ. It might have been 
thought that the development of the ray-petals by drawing 
nourishment from certain other parts of the flower had caused 
their abortion; but in some Composite there is a difference 
in the seeds of the outer and inner florets without any 
difference in the corolla. Possibly, these several differences 
may be connected with some difference in the flow of 
nutriment towards the central and external flowers : we know, 
at least, that in irregular flowers, those nearest to the axis 
are oftenest subject to peloria, and become regular. I may 
add, as an instance of tpis, and of a striking case of correlation, 
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that I have recently observed in some garden pelargoniums, 
that the central flower of the truss often loses the patches of 
darker colour in the two upper petals; and that when this 
occurs, the adherent nectary is quite aborted; ^ when the 
colour is absent from only one of the two upper petals, the 
nectary is only much shortened. 

With respect to the diference in the corolla of the central 
and exterior flowers^of a head or umbel, I do not feel at 
all sure that C. C. Sprengel’s idea that the ray-florets 
serve to attract insects, whose ag^:hcy is highly advantageous 
in the fertilisation of plants of these two orders, is so far¬ 
fetched, as it may at first ai)pcaT: and if it be advantageous, 
natural selection may have come into pjay. Put in regard 
to the differences both in the internal and external structure 
of the seeds, which are not always correlated with any differ¬ 
ences in the flowers, it seems impossible that they can be 
in any way advantageous to the plant; yet in the Urnbelliferae 
these differences are of such apparent importance—the seeds 
being in some cases, according to Tausch, orthospennous 
in the exterior flowers and coclospcrmous in the central 
flowers,—that the elder De Candolle founded his^ main 
divisions of tlie order on analogous differences! Hence we 
see that modifications of structure, viewed Ijy systematists 
as of high value, may be w^holly due to unknown laws of 
correlated grow;th, and without being, as far as we can see, 
of the slightest service to the species. 

We may (fften falsely attribute to correlation oi growth, 
structures which are common to whole groups of species, 
and which in truth are simply due to inheritance; for an 
ancient piogenitor may have acquired through natural selection 
some oiie modification in structure, and, after thousands of 
generations, some other and independent modification; and 
these two modifications, having been transmitted to a whcMe 
group ^f descendants with diverse habits, would naturally be 
tliought to be correlated in some necessary manner. So, 
again, I do not doubt that some apparent correlations, 
occurring throughout whole orders, are entirely due to the 
manner alone in which natural selection can act For instance, 
Alph. De Candolle has remarked that winged seeds are never 
found in fruits which do not open; I sliould explain the rule 
by the fact that seeds could not gradually become winged 
ilirough natural selection, except in fruits which opened; so 
that the individual plants producing ^eds which were a little 
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better fitted to be wafted further, mi^ht get an advantage over 
those producing seed less fitted for dispersal; and this process 
could not possibly go on in fruit which did not open. 

The elder Geoffroy and Goethe propounded, at about 
the same period, their law of compensation or balancement 
of growth; or, as Goethe expressed it, “ in order to spend 
on one side, nature is forced to ecoftomise on the other side.” 
I think this holds true to a certain ex^^nt with our domestic 
productions: if nourishment flows to one part or organ in 
excess, it rarely flows, at*least in excess, to another part; 
thus it is difficult to get a cow to •give much milk and to 
fatten readily. The same varieties of the cabbage do not 
yield abundant an(;J nutritious foliage and a copious supply 
of oil-bearing seeds. When the seeds in our fruits become 
atrophied, the fruit itself gains largely in size and quality. 
In our poultry, a large tuft of feathers on the liead is generally 
accompanied by a diminished comb, and a large beard by 
diminished wattles. With species in a state of nature it 
can hardly be maintained that the law is of universal applica¬ 
tion ; but many good obscr\'ers, more, especially botanists, 
believO^ truth. I will not, however, here give any 
instances, for*I see hardly any way of distinguishing between 
the effects, on the one hand, of a part being largely developed 
through natural selection and another and adjoining part 
be'ing reduced by this same process or by disuse, and, on 
tiic other hand, the actual withdrawal of nutriment from 
one part owing to the excess of growth in another and 
adjoining part, 

I suspect, also, that some of the cases of compensation 
wliich have been advanced, and likewise some other facts, 
may be merged under a more general principle, namely, that 
natural selection is continually trying to economise in every 
paVb of the cyganisation. If under changed conditions of 
life a structure before useful becomes less useful, any diminu¬ 
tion, however slight, in its development, will be seized on 
by natural selection, for it will profit the individual not to 
have its nutriment wasted in building up an useless structure. 
1 can thus only understand a fact with which 1 was much 
struck when examining cirripedes, and of which many other 
instances could be given; namely, that when a cirripede is 
parasitic within another and is thus protected, it loses more 
or less completely its own shell or carapace. This is the 
case with the male Ibla, and in a truly extraordinary manner 
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with the Proteolepas: for the carapace in all other cirripcdes 
consists of the three highly-important anterior segments of 
the head enormously developed, and furnished ,with great 
nerves and muscles; but in the parasitic and protected 
Proteolepas, the whole anterior part of the head is reduced 
to the merest rudiment attached to the bases of the prehensile 
antennae. Now the savirtg of a large and complex structure, 
when rendered superfluous by the parasitic habits of the 
Proteolepas, though effected by slow steps, would be a decided 
advantage to each successive inrJividual of the species; for 
in the struggle for life'^to jvhich every animal is exposed, 
each individual Proteolepas would have a better chance of 
supporting itself, by less nutriment being wasted in developing 
a structure now become useless. 

Thus, as I believe, natural selection will always succeed 
in the long run in reducing and saving every part of the 
organisation, as soon as it is rendered superfluous, without 
by any means causing some other part to be largely developed 
in a corresponding degree. An^ conversely, that natural 
selection may perfectly well succeed in largely developing 
any organ, without requiring as a necessary pomp&nsation 
the reduction of some adjoining part. 

It seems to be a rule, as remarked by Is. Geoffrey St. 
Hilaire, both in varieties and in species, that when any 
part or organ ris repeated many times in the structure of 
the same individual (as the vertebrae in snakes, and the 
stamens in polyandrous flowers) the number is variable; 
whereas the number of the same part or organ, when it 
occurs in lesser numbers, is constant. The same author 
and some botanists have further remarked that multiple parts 
are alsa^ very liable to variation in structure.^ Inasmuch as 
this “vegetative repetition,” to use Prof. Owen^s expression, 
seems to be a sign of low organisation; the foregoing remark 
seems connected with the very general opinion of naturalists, 
that beings low in the scale of nature are more variable than 
those which are higher. I presume that lowness in this 
case means that the several parts of the organisation have 
been but little specialised for particular functions; and as 
long as the same part has to perform diversified work, we 
can perhaps see why it should remain variable, that is, why 
natural selection should have preserved or rejected each 
little deviation of form less carefully than when the part 
has to serve for one special purpose alone. In the same 
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way that a knife which has to cut all sorts of things may 
be of almost any shape; whilst a tool for some particular 
object ha^ better be of some particular shape. Natural 
selection, it should never be forgotten, can act on each part 
of each being, solely through and for its advantage. 

Rudimentary parts, it has been stated by some authors, 
and I believe with truth, are apt l6 be highly variable. We 
shall have to recur to the general subject of rudimentary 
and aborted organs; an<L I will here only add that their 
variability seems to be owing to their uselessness, and therefore 
to natural selection having no power to check deviations in 
their structure. Thus rudimentary parts are left to the free 
play of the various laws of growth, to the effects of long- 
continued disuse, and to the tendency to reversion. 

A pari developed in any species in an extraordinary degree 
or manner^ tn comparison with the same part in allied species^ 
tends to be highly variable ,—Several years ago I was mucli 
struck with a remark, nearly to the above effect, published 
by Mr. Waterhouse. I infer also from an observation made 
by <Pre4essoi: Owen, with respect to the length of the arms 
of the ourang-outang, that he has come to a nearly similar 
conclusion. It is hopeless to attempt to convince any one 
of the truth of this proposition without giving the long array 
of facts which I have collected, and which cannot possibly 
be here introduced. I can only state my conviction that it 
is a rule of high generality. I am aware of several causes 
of error, but 1 hope that I have made due allowance for 
them. It should be understood that the rule by no means 
applies to any part, however unusually developed, unless it 
be unusually .developed in comparison with the same part 
n\ closely allied species. Thus, the bat's wing is’a most 
abnormal structure m the class mammalia ; but the rule would 
not here apply, because there is a whole group of bats having 
wings; it would apply only if some one species of bat had 
its wings developed in some remarkable manner in comparison 
with the other species of the same genus. I'he rule applies 
very strongly in the case of secondary sexual characters, when 
displayed in any unusual manner. The term, secondary 
sexual characters, used by Hunter, applies to characters which 
are attached to one sex, but are not directly connected with 
the act of reproduction. The rule applies to males and 
females ; but as females more rarely offer remarkable secondary 
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sexual characters, it applies more rarely to them. The rule 
being so plainly applicable in the case of secondary sexual 
characters, may be due to the great variabilit^y of these 
characters, whether or not displayed in any unusual manner— 
of which fact I think there can be little doubt. But that 
our rule is not confined to secondary sexual characters is 
clearly shown in the casfe of hermaphrodite cirripedes ; and 
I may here add, that I particularly attended tq Mr. Water- 
house’s remark, whilst investigating this Order, and I am 
fully convinced that the rule afinost invariably holds good 
with cirripedes. I shall, ip my future work, give a list of 
the more rcinarkable cases; X will here only briefly give one, 
as it illustrates the rule in its largest^ application. The 
opercular valves of sessile cirripedes (rock barnacles) are, in 
every sense of the word, very important structures, and they 
differ extremely little even in different genera; but in the 
several species of one genus, Pyrgoma, these valves present 
a marvellous amount of diversification: the homologous valves 
in the difTerent species being sometimes wholly unlike in 
shape; and the amount of variation in the individuals of 
several of the species is so great, that it is no exag^/^ration 
■ to state that the varieties differ more from each other in 
the characters of these important valves than do other species 
of distinct genera. 

As birds wh^hin the same country vary in a remarkably 
small degree, I have particularly attended to them, and the 
rule seems to me certainly to hold good in this class. I 
cannot make out that it applies to plants, and this would 
seriously have shaken my belief in its truth, had not the 
great varialjility in plants made it particularly difficult to 
compare their relative degrees of variability. 

When we sec any part or organ developed in a remarkable 
degree or manner in any species, the fair presumption is 
that it is of high importance to that species; nevertheless 
the part in this case is eminently liable to variation. Why 
should this be so? On the view that each species has been 
independently created, with all his parts as we now see 
them, I r^n see no explanation. But on the view that 
groups of species have descended from other species, and 
have been modified through natural selection, I think we 
can obiain some light. In our domestic animals, if any 
part, or the whole animal, be neglected and no selection 
be applied, that part (for instance, the comb in the Dorking 
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fowl) or the whole breed will cease to have a nearly uniform 
character. The breed will then be said to have degenerated. 
In rudimeaitary organs, and in those which have been but 
little specialised for any particular purpose, and perhaps in 
polymorphic groups, we see a nearly parallel natural case; 
for in such cases natural selection either has not or cannot 
come into full play, and thus the •organisation is left in a 
fluctuating condition. But what here mqrc especially concerns 
us is, that in our domestic animals those points, which at 
the present time are undergoing rapid change by continued 
selection, are also eminently liable' to variation. Look at 
the breeds of the pigeon; see what a prodigious amount of 
difference there is jn the beak of the different tumblers, in 
the beak and wattle of the different carriers, in the carriage 
and tail of our fantails, &c., these being the points now 
mainly attended to by English fanciers. Even in the sub¬ 
breeds, as in the short-faced tumbler, it is notoriously difficult 
lo breed them nearly to perfection, and frequently individuals 
are born which depart widely from the standard. There 
may be truly said to be a constant struggle going on between, 
on the^^e hand, the tendency to reversion to a less modified 
state, as well as an innate tendency to further variability 
of all kinds, and, on the other hand, the power of steady 
selection to keep the breed true. In the lung run selection 
gains the day, and we do not expect to fail scalar as to breed 
a bird as coarse as a common tumbler from a good short- 
faced strain. But as long as selection is rapidly going on, 
there may always be expected to be much variability in the 
structure undergoing modification. It further deserves notice 
that these variable characters, produced by man's selection, 
sometimes become attached, from causes quite unknovvi to us, 
more to one sex than tp the other, generally to the mule sex, 
a s’with the of carriers and the enlarged crop of pouters. 

Now let us turn to nature. When a part has been developed 
in an extraordinary manner in any one species, compared with 
the other species of the same genus, we may conclude that this 
part has undergone an extraordinary amount of modification, 
since the period when the species branched off from the 
common progenitor of the genus. This period will seldom be 
remote in any extreme degree, as species very rarely endure for 
more than one geological period. An extraordinary amount 
of modification implies an unusually large and long-continued 
amount of variability, which has continually been accumulated 
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by natural selection for the benefit of the species. But as 
the variability of the extraordinarily-developed part or organ 
has been so great and long-continued within a . period not 
excessively remote, we might, as a general rule, expect 
still to find more variability in such parts than in other parts 
of the organisation, which have remained for a much longer 
period nearly constant. * And this, I am convinced, is the 
case. That the struggle between natural selection on the 
one hand, and the tendency to r'sversion and variability on 
the other hand, will in the course of time cease; and that 
the most abnormally developed organs may be made constant, 
I can see no reason to doubt. Hence when an organ, 
however abnormal it may be, has been transmitted in approxi¬ 
mately the same condition to many modified descendants, 
as in the case of the wing of the bat, it must have existed, 
according to my theory, for an immense period in nearly 
the same state; and thus it comes to be no more variable 
than any other structure. It is only in those cases in which 
the modifirnoon has been comparatively recent and extra¬ 
ordinarily great that we ought to find the generative variability^ 
as it may be called, still present in a high degree.^-For in 
this case the variability will seldom as yet have been fixed 
by the continued selection of the individuals varying in 
the required manner and degree, and by the continued 
rejection of those tending to revert to a former and less 
modified condition. 

The principle included in these remarks may be extended. 
It is notorious that specific characters are more variable 
than generic. To explain by a simple example what is 
meant. If some species in a large genus of plants had blue 
flowers and some had red, the colour would be only a 
specific character, and no one would be surprised at one 
of the blue species varying into red, or conv ersely; but if 
all the species had blue flowers, the colour would become 
a generic character, and its variation would be a more unusual 
circumstance. I have chosen this example because an ex¬ 
planation is not in this case applical))e, which most naturalists 
would advance, namely, that specific characters are more 
variable than generic, because they are taken from parts of 
less physiological importance than those commonly used for 
classing genera. I believe this explanation is partly, yet only 
indirectly, true; I shall, however, have to return to this 
subject in our chapter on Classification. It would he almost 



LAWS OF VARIATION. 


127 


superfluous to adduce evidence in support of the above 
statement, that specific characters are more variable than 
generic ; b^t I have repeatedly noticed in works on natural 
history, that when an author has remarked with surprise 
that some important organ or part, which is generally very 
constant throughout large groups of species, has differed 
considerably in closely-allied speciei, that it has, also, been 
variable in the individuals of some the species. And 
this fact shows that a character, which is generally of generic 
value, when it sinks in value and becomes only of specific 
value, often becomes variable, plough its physiological im¬ 
portance may remain the same. Something of the same 
kind applies to mc^istrosities: at least Is. Geoffrey St. Hilaire 
seems to entertain no doubt, that the more an organ normally 
differs in the different species of the same group, the more 
subject it is to individual anomalies. 

On the ordinary view of each species having been in¬ 
dependently created, why should that part of the structure, 
which differs from the same part in other independently- 
created species of the same genus, be more variable than 
thosp ^arts which are closely alike in the several species ? 
I do not see that any explanation can be given. But on 
the view of species being only strongly marked and fixed 
varieties, we might surely expect to find them still often 
continuing to vary in those parts of their ?‘ructure which 
have varied within a moderately recent period, and which 
have thus come to differ. Or to state the case in another 
manner:—the points in which all the species of a genus 
resemble each other, and in which they differ from the 
species of some other genus, are called generic characters; 
and these characters in common I attribute to inheritance 
from a common progenitor, for it can rarely have happened 
that natural selection will have modified several species, 
fitted to more or less widely-different habits, in exactly the 
same manner: and as these so-called generic characters 
have been inherited from a remote period, since that period 
when the species first branched off from their common 
progenitor, and subsequently have not varied or come to 
differ in any degree, or only in a slight degree, it is not 
probable that they should vary at the present day. On the 
other hand, the points in which species differ from other 
species of the same genus, are called specific characters ; 
and as these specific characters have varied and come to 
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differ within the period ot the branching off of the spec 
from a common progenitor, it is probable that they shoi 
still often be in some degree variable,—at least mcj^re varia' 
than those parts of the organisation which have for a v* 
long period remained constant. 

In connexion with the present subject, I will make o 
two other remarks. I think it will be admitted, without 
entering on details, tl^at secondary sexual charaetps are v 
variable; I think it also will be admitted that species 
the same group differ from each" other more widely in tb 
secondary sexual character?^, than in other parts of tb 
organisation; compare, for instance, the amount of dif 
ence between the males of gallinaceojiis birds, in wh 
secondary sexual characters are strongly displayed, with 
amount of difference between their females; and the tr 
of this pro];)osit!on will be granted. The cause of the origi 
variability of secondary sexual characters is not manift 
but we can see why these characters should not have b 
rendered as constant and uniform as other parts of 
organisation; for secondary sexual characters have b- 
accumulated by sexual selection, which is less rigjjj. in 
action than ordinary selection, as it does not entail de: 
but only gives fewer offspring to the less favoured ma 
Whatever the cause may be of the variability of second 
sexual charactcirsj as they are highly variable, sexual select 
will have had a wide scope for action, and may thus rea- 
have succeeded in giving to the species of the same gr< 
a greater amount of difference in their sexual charact 
tlian in other parts of their structure. 

It is a rciTuirkable fact, that the secondary sexual differer 
betweer the two sexes of the same species are gener 
displayVid in the very same parts of the organisation in wl 
the diflcrent species of the same genus differ from e 
other. Of this fact I will give in illustration two instan 
the first which happen to stand on my list; and as 
differences in these cases are of a very unusual nature, 
relation can hardly be accidental. 'Fhe same number 
joints ill the tarsi is a character generally common to \ 
large groups of beetles, but in the Engidae, as Westw- 
has remarked, the number varies greatly ; and the num 
likewise differs in the two sexes of the same species; a{ ^ 
in fossonal hymenoptera, the manner of neuration of 
wings is a character of the highest importance, beca 
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. imon to large groups ; but in certain genera the neuration 
; srs in the different species, and likewise in the two sexes 
the same species. This relation has a clear meaning on 
view of the subject ; I look at all the species of the 
ne genus as having as certainly descended from the same 
jgenitor, as have the two sexes of any one of the species, 
msequently, whatever part of the structure of the common 
ogenitor, or of its early descendar]|ts, became variable; 
aiations of this part wouid, it is highly probable, be taken 
ivantage of by natural and sexual, selection, in order to 
L the several species to their sweral places in the economy 
t nature, and likewise to fit the two sexes of the same 
pecies to each olher, or to fit the males and females to 
iffcrent habits of life, or the males to struggle w'ith other 
lales for the possession of the females. 

Finally, then, I conclude that the greater variability of 
pecific characters, or those w'hich distinguish species from 
pecies, than of generic characters, or those which the species 
jossess in common;—that the frequent extreme variability 
»f'any part which is developed in a species in an extraordinary 
aaniior .in g3mparison with the same part in its congeners; 
.nd the not great degree of variability in a part, however 
!xtraordinarily it may be developed, if it be common to a 
\^hole group of species ;—that the great variability of secondary 
exual characters, and the great amount oT difl'erence in 
hese same characters between closely allied species;—that 
econdary sexual and ordinary specific differences are generally 
isplayed in the same parts of the organisation,—^are all 
rinciples closely connected together. All being mainly due 
) the species of the same group having descended from a 
ommon progqjiitor, from whom they have inheritec^ much 
\ common,—to parts which have recently and largely varied 
eing more likely still to go on varying than parts which 
ave long been inherited and have not varied,—to natural 
Jection having more or less completely, according to the lapse 
* time, overmastered the tendency to reversion and to further 
xriability,—to sexual selection being less rigid than ordinary 
lection,—^and to variations in the same parts having been 
.^cumulated by natural and sexual selection, and thus adapted 
r secondary sexual, and for ordinary specific purposes. 

JDistvut species present analogous variations ; and a variety 
one species often assumes some of ike characters of an allied 
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species^ or reverts to some of the characters of an early pro¬ 
genitor .—These propositions will be most readily understood 
by looking to our domestic races. The most district breeds 
of pigeons, in countries most widely apart, present sub-varieties 
with reversed feathers on the head and feathers on the 
feet,—characters not poss^sed by the aboriginal rock-pigeon ; 
these then are analogous variations in two or more distinct 
races. The frequent; presence of fourteen or eVen sixteen 
tail-feathers in the pouter, may be considered as a variation 
representing the normabstructure of another race, the fantail. 

I presume that no one wilf doubt that all such analogous 
variations are due to the several races of the pigeon having 
inherited from a common parent the san*e constitution and 
tendency to variation, when acted on by similar unknown 
influences. In the vegetable kingdom we have a case of 
analogous variation, in the enlarged stems, or roots as 
commonly called, of the Swedish turnip and Ruta baga, 
plants which several botanists rank as varieties produced by 
cultivation from a common parent: if this be not so, the 
case will then be one of analogous variation in two so-called 
distinct species - and to these a third may be added,-namely, 
the common turnip. Accoiding to the ordinary view of 
each species having been independently created, we should 
have to attribute this similarity in the enlarged stems of 
these three pLints, not to the vera causa of community (>\ 
descent, and a consequent tendency to vary in a like manner, 
but to three separate yet closely related acts of creation. 

With pigeons, however, we have another case, namely, 
the occasional appearance in all the breeds, of slaty-blue 
Ijirds with two black bars on the wings, a white rump, a 
bar at fhe end of the tail, with the outer feathers externally 
edged near their bases with white. As all these marks are 
characteristic of the parent rock-pigeon, I pre&ume that no 
one will doubt that this is a case of reversion, and not 
of a new yet analogous variation appearing in the several 
breeds. \Ve may I think confidently come to this conclusion, 
because, as we have seen, these coloured marks are eminently 
liable to appear in the crossed offspring of two distinct and 
differently coloured breeds; and in this case there is nothing 
in the external conditions of life to cause the reappearance 
of the slaty-blue, with the several marks, beyond the influence 
of the mere act of crossing on the laws of inheritance. 

No doubt it is a very surprising fact that characters should 
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reappear after having been lost for many, perhaps for hundreds 
of generations. But when a breed has been crossed only 
once by iome other breed, the offspring occasionally show 
a tendency to revert iji character to the foreign breed for 
many generations—some say, for a dozen or even a score 
of generations. After twelve generations, the proportion of 
blood, to use a common expression, of any one ancestor, is 
only I in 2048; and yet, as we see, k is generally believed 
that a tendency to reversion is retained by this very small 
proportion of foreign blood. In % breed which has not 
been crossed, but in which parents have lost some 

character which their progenitor possessed, the tendency, 
whether strong or weak, to reproduce the lost character mighi 
be, as was formerly remarked, for all that we can see to 
the contrary, transmitted for almost any number of generations. 
When a character which has been lost in a breed, reappears 
after a great number of generations, the most probable 
hypothesis is, not that the offspring suddenly takes after an 
ancestor some hundred generations distant, but that in each 
successive generation there has been a tendency to reproduce 
the* eharacu^r in question, which at last, under unknown 
favourable conditions, gains an ascendancy. For instance, it 
IS probable that in each generation of the barb-pigeon, which 
produces most rarely a blue and black-barred bird, there 
has been a tendency in each generation in'the plumage to 
assume this colour. This view is hypothetical, but could 
Ije supported by some facts 3 and I can see no more abstract 
improbability in a tendency to produce any character being 
inherited for an endless number of generations, than in 
quite useless or rudimentary organs being, as we all know 
them to be, .thus inherited. Indeed, we may sejmetimes 
ojjserve a mere tendency to produce a rudiment inherited: 
for instance,•• in the common snapdragon (Antirrhinum) a 
rudiment of a fifth stamen so often appears, that this plant 
must ha\e an inherited tendency to produce it. 

As all the species of the same genus are supposed, on rny 
theory, to have descended from a common parent, it might 
be expected that they would occasionally vary in an analogous 
manner 3 so that a variety of one species would resemble 
m some of its characters another species 3 this other species 
being on my view only a well-marked and permanent variety. 
But characters thus gained would probably Ije of an unim¬ 
portant nature, for the presence of all important characters 



ON THE ORIGIN OF SPECIES. 


132 

will be governed by natural selection, in accordance with 
the diverse habits of the species, and will not be left to 
the mutual action of the conditions of life and of a similar 
inherited constitution. It might further be expected that 
the species of the same genus would occasionally exhibit 
reversions to lost ancestral characters. As, however, we 
never know the exact character of the common ancestor 
of a group, we coulij not distinguish these two cases: if, 
for instance, we did not know That the rock-pigeon was 
not feather-footed or tu^n-crowned, we could not have told, 
whether these characters in^ our domestic breeds were re¬ 
versions or only analogous variations; but we might have 
inferred that the blueness was a case of reversion, from the 
number of the markings, which are correlated with the blue 
tint, and which it does not appear probable would all appear 
together from simple variation. More especially we might 
have inferred this, from the blue colour and marks so often 
appearing when distinct breeds of diverse colours are crossed. 
Hence, though under nature it must generally be left doubtful, 
what cases are reversions to an anciently existing character, 
and what are new but analogous variations, yet wti. ought, 
on my theory, sometimes to find the varying offspring of a 
species assuming characters (either from reversion or from 
analogous variation) w'hich already occur in some other 
members of the same group. And this undoubtedly is the 
case in nature. 

A considerable part of the difficulty in recognising a 
variable species in our systematic works, is due to its varieties 
mocking, as it were, some of the other species of the same 
genus. A considerable catalogue, also, could be given of 
forms ir^ermediate between two other forms, wl^ich themselves 
must be doubtfully ranked as either varieties or species; 
and this shows, unless all these forms be considered as in¬ 
dependently created species, that the one in varying has 
assumed some of the characters of the other, so as to produce 
the intermediate form. But the best evidence is afforded 
by parts or organs of an important and uniform nature 
occa«:ionally varying so as to acquire, in some degree, the 
character of the same part or organ in an allied species, 
I have col'?(:ted a long list of such cases; but here, as 
before, I lie under a great disadvantage in not being able 
to give them. I can only repeat that such cases certainly 
Jo occur, and seem to me very remarkable. 
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I will, however, give one curious and complex case, not 
indeed as affecting any important character, but from occurring 
in several «species of the same genus, partly under domestica¬ 
tion and partly under nature. It is a case app.irently of 
reversion. The ass not rarely has very distinct transverse bars 
on its legs, like those on the legs of the zebra; it has been 
asserted that tliese are plainest in itie foal, and from inquiries 
which I have made, I believe this to#be true. It has also 
been asserted that the stride on each Shoulder is sometimes 
double. The shoulder-stripe is certainly very variable in 
length and outline. A white asa^ but an albino, has been 
described without either spinal or shoulder stripe; and 
these stripes are »umetimes very obscure, or actually quite 
lost, in dark-coloured asses. The koulan of Pallas is said 
to have been seen with a double shoulder-stripe. The 
hemionus has no shoulder-stripe; but traces of it, as stated 
by Mr. Blyth and others, occasionally appear: and I have 
been informed by Colonel Poole that the foals of this species 
are generally striped on the legs, and faintly on the shoulder. 
The quagga, though so plainly barred like a zebra over the 
body,^ia* M'lUiout bars on the legs; but Dr. Gray has figured 
one specimen w'ith very distinct zebra-like bars on the hocks. 

With respect to the horse, I have collected cases in England 
of the spinal stripe in horses of the most distinct breeds, and 
of all colours; transverse bars on the legs •are not rare in 
du:.s, mouse-duns, and in one instance in a chestnut: a faint 
shoulder-stripe may sometimes be seen in duns, and I have 
seen a trace in a bay horse. My son made a careful examina¬ 
tion and sketch for me of a dun Belgian cart-horse with a 
double stripe on each shoulder and with leg-stripes; and 
a man, whom. I can implicitly trust, has examined fbv me a 
spiall dun Welch pony with l/iree short parallel stripes on 
each shoulda?. 

In the north-west part of India the Kattywar breed of 
horses is so generally striped, that, as I hear from Colonel 
Poole, who examined the breed for the Indian Government, 
a horse without stripes is not considered as purely-bred. The 
spine is always striped ; the legs are generally barred; and 
the shoulder-stripe, which is sometimes double and sometimes 
treble, is common; the side of the face, moreover, is some 
times striped. The stripes are plainest in the foal; and 
sometimes quite disappear in old horses. Colonel Poole has 
seen both gray and bay Kattywar horses striped when first 
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foaled. I have, also, reason to suspect, from information 
given me by Mr. W. W. Edwards, that with the English 
race-horse the spinal stripe is much commoner In the foal 
than in the full-grown animal. Without here entering on 
further details, I may state that I have collected cases of leg 
and shoulder stripes in horses of very different breeds, in 
various countries from iJritain to Eastern China; and from 
Norway in the north* to the Malay Archipelago in the south. 
In all parts of the world these ^aripes occur far oftenest in 
duns and mouse-duns } by the term dun a large range of 
colour is included, from of.e between brown and black to 
a close approach to cream-colour. 

I am aw'are that Colonel Hamilton Smith, who has written 
on this subject, believes that the several breeds of the horse 
have descended from several aboriginal species—one of which, 
the dun, was striped; and that the ahove-<lescribed appear¬ 
ances are all due to ancient crosses wnth the dun stock. But 
I am not at all satisfied with this theory, and should be loth 
to apply it to breeds so distinct as the heavy Belgian cart¬ 
horse, Welch ponies, cobs, the lanky Kattywar race, &c., 
inhabiting the most distant parts of the world.. • - 

Now let us turn to the elfects of crossing the several species 
of the horse-genus. Rollin asserts, that the common mule 
from the ass and horse is particularly apt to have bars on its 
legs. I once saw a mule with its legs so much striped that any 
one at first would have thought that it must have been the 
product of a zebra; and Mr. W. C. Martin, in his excellent 
treatise on the horse, has given a figure of a similar mule. 
In four coloured drawings, which 1 have Lcei, of hybrids 
between the ass and zebra, the legs were much more plainly 
barred Ithan the rest of the body; and in one* of them there 
was a double shoulder-stripe. In Lord Moreton's famous 
hybrid from a chestnut mare and male quagga, the hybrid, 
and even the pure offspring subsequently produced from the 
mare by a black Arabian sire, were much more plainly barred 
across the legs than is even the pure quagga. Lastly, and 
Uiis is anoiiier most remarkable case, a hybrid has been 
figured by Dr. Gray (and he informs me that he know's 
of a second case) from the ass and the hemionus; and this 
hybrid, though the aas seldom has stripes on its legs and the 
hemionus has none and has not even a shoulder-stripe, 
nevertheless had all four legs barred, and had three short 
shoulder-stripes, like those on the dun Welch pony, and even 
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had some zebra-like stripes on the sides of its face. With 
respect to this last fact, 1 was so convinced that not even 
a stripe of colour appears from what would commonly he 
called an accident, that I was led solely from the occurrence 
of the face-stripes on this hybrid from the ass and hemionus, 
to ask Colonel Poole whether such face-stripes ever occur 
in the eminently striped Kattywar oreed of hor^^es, and was, 
as we have ^een, answered in the afljfmative. 

What now are we to saf to these several facts ? We see 
several very distinct species of the ^horse-genus becoming, 
by simple variation, striped on tlfe legs like a zebra, or striped 
on the shoulders like an ass. In the horse we see this 
tendency strong whenever a dun tint appears—a tint which 
approaches to that of the general colouring of the other species 
of the genus. The appearance of the stripes is not 
accompanied by any change of form or by any other new 
character. We see this tendency to become striped most 
strongly displayed in hybrids from between several of the 
most distinct species. Now observe the case of the several 
breeds of pigeons : they are descended from a pigeon (includ¬ 
ing 4 tVo* or ••three sub-species or geographical races) of a 
bluish colour, with certain bars and other marks ; and when 
any breed assumes by simple variation a bluish tint, these 
bars and other marks invariably reappear; but without any 
other change of form or character. When *the oldest and 
truest breeds of various colours are crossed, we see a strong 
tendency for the blue tint and bars and marks to reappear 
in the mongrels. I have stated that the most probable 
hypothesis to account for the reappearance of very ancient 
characters, is—that there is a tendency in the young yf each 
successive generation to produce the long-lost character, and 
that this tendency, from unknown causes, sometimes prevails. 
And we have^just seen that in several species of the horse- 
genus the stripes are either plainer or appear more commonly 
in the young than in the old. Call the breeds of pigeons, 
some of which have bred true for centuries, species; and 
how exactly parallel is the case with that of the species of 
the horse-genus ! For myself, I venture confidently to look 
back thousands on thousands of generations, and I see an 
animal striped like a zebra, but perhaps otherwise very 
differently constructed, the common parent of our domestic 
horse, whether or not it be descended from one or more wild 
stocks, of the ass, the hemionus, quagga, and zebra. 
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He who believes that each equine species was inde¬ 
pendently created, will, I presume, assert that each species 
has been created with a tendency to vary, both urider nature 
and under domestication, in this particular manner, so as 
often to become striped like other species of the genus ; and 
that each has been created with a strong tendency, when 
crossed with species inhabiting distant quarters of the world, 
to produce hybrids resembling in their striped, not their own 
parents, but other sfxjcies of the genus. To admit this view 
is, as it seems to me, tc reject a real for an unreal, or at least 
for an unknown, cause. It snakes the works of God a mere 
mockery’ and deception; I would almost as soon believe with 
the old and ignorant cosmogonists, that fossil shells had 
never lived, but had been created in stone so as to mock 
the shells now living on the sea-shore. 

Stwu?2ary ,—Our ignorance of the laws of variation is 
])r<jfound. Not in one case out of a hundred can we pretend 
lo assign any reason why this or that part differs, more or 
less, from the same part in the parents. But whenever we 
have the means of instituting a comparison, the stme.laws 
appear to have acted in producing the lesser differences between 
varieties of the same species, and the greater differences 
between species of the same genus. The external conditions 
of life, as climAte and food, &c., seem to have induced some 
slight modifications. Habit in producing constitutional dif¬ 
ferences, and use in strengthening, and disuse in weakening 
and diminishing organs, seem to have been more potent in 
their effects. Homologous parts tend to vary in the same 
way, and homologous parts tend to cohere. Modifications 
in har^ parts and in external parts sometimes affect softer 
and internal parts. When one part is largely developed, 
perhaps it tends to draw nourishment from'•the adjoining 
parts; and every part of the structure which can be saved 
without detriment to the individual, will be saved. Changes 
of structure at an early age will generally affect parts 
subsequently developed; and there are very many other 
correlations of growth, the nature of which we are utterly 
unable to understand. Multiple parts are variable in number 
and Hi structure, perhaps arising from such parts not having 
been closely specialised to any particular function, so that 
the:r modifications have not been closely checked by natural 
seleclion. It is probably from this same cause that organic 



LAWS OF VARIATION. 


137 


beings low in the scale of nature are more variable than those 
which have their whole organisation more specialised, and 
are higher in the scale. Rudimentary organs, from being 
useless, will be disregarded by natural selection, and hence 
probably are variable. Specific characters—that is, the cha 
racters which have come to differ since the several species 
of the same genus branched off fA)m a common parent— 

. are more variable than generic characters, or those which 
have long been inherited, (find have nbt differed within this 
same period. In these remarks we kave leferred to special 
j)arts or organs being still variabk, because they have recently 
v:iried and thus come to differ; but we have also seen in 
the second Chaptor that the same principle applies to the 
whole individual; for in a district w^here many species of 
any genus are found—that is, where there Iras been much 
former variation and differentiation, or where the manufactory 
of new specific forms has been actively at work—there, on 
an average, we now find most varieties or incipient species. 
Secondary sexual characters are highly variable, and such 
characters differ much in the ‘species of the same group. 
Variability w the same parts of the organisation has generally 
been taken advantage of m giving secondary sexual differences 
to the sexes of the same species, and specific differences to 
the several species of the same genus. Any part or organ 
developed to an extraordinary size or in an extraordinary 
manner, in comparison with the same part or organ in the 
alired species, must have gone through an extraordinary 
amount of modification since the genus arose; and thus we 
can understand why it should often still be variable in a 
much higher degree than other pearls; for variation is a long- 
continued and slow process, and natural selection •will in 
such cases not as yet have had time to overcome the tendency 
to further variability and to reversion to a less modified 
state. But when a species with any extraordinarily-developed 
organ has become the parent of many modified descendants 
—which on my view must be a very slow process, requiring 
a long lapse of time—in this case, natural selection may 
readily have succeeded in giving a fixed character to the 
organ, in however extraordinary la manner it may be developed. 
Species inheriting nearly the same constitution from a common 
parent and exposed to similar influences will naturally tend 
to present analogous variations, and these same species may 
occasionally revert to some of the characters of their ancient 
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progenitors. Although new and important modifications may 
not arise from reversion and analogous variation, such 
modifications will add to the beautiful and harmonious 
diversity of nature. 

Whatever the cause may be of each slight difference in 
the offspring from their parents—and a cause for each must 
exist—it is the 'steady accumulation, through natural selection, 
of such differences, M^hen beneficial to the individual, that 
gives rise to all the more important^ modifications of structure, 
by which the innumerable beings on the face of this earth 
are enabled to struggle with^ach other, and the best adapted 
to survive. 



CHA^fER Vy 

DlH-lCULTlES ON ThKoRV. 

DtfficiiUics on the ihcory of ilcscent with modification—Transitions— 
Absence or rarity of transitional varieties—Transitions in haliiis of life 
—Diversified habits in the same species—Species with habits widely 
different from those of their allies—Organs of extreme perfection— 
Means of transition—Cases of difficulty—Nalura non lacit saltum— 
Organs of small importance—Organs not in all ca*'es absolutely 
perfect—'I'he law of Unity of Type and of the Conditions of Existence 
tiubraced by the theory of Natural Selection, 

I.ONG 4 )eioai,having arrived at this part of my work, a crowd 
of difficulties will have occurred to the reader. Some of them 
are so grave that to this day I can never reflect on them 
without being staggered ; but, to the best of my judgment, 
the greater number are only apparent, and "those that are 
real are not, I think, fatal to my theory, 

Tu^se difficulties and objections may be classed under the 
following heads:—Firstly, why, if species have descended 
from other species by insensibly fine gradations, do we not 
everywhere see innumerable transitional forms? Why is not 
all nature in QDnlusion instead of the species beingj as we 
seg them, well defined? 

Secondly, is it possible that an animal having, for instance, 
the structure and habits of a bat, could have been formed 
by the modification of some animal with wholly different 
habits ? Can we believe that natural selection could produce, 
on the one hand, organs of trifling importance, such as the 
tail of a giraffe, w^hich serves as a fly-flapper, and, on the 
other hand, organs of slich wonderful structure, as the eye, 
of which we hardly as yet fully understand the ii.imilable 
perfection ? 

Thirdly, can instincts be acquired and modified through 
natural selection ? What shall we say to so marvellous an 
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instinct as that which leads the bee to make cells, which 
have practically anticipated the discoveries of profound 
mathematicians ? ® 

Fourthly, how can we account for species, when crossed, 
being sterile and producing sterile offspring, whereas, when 
varieties are crossed, their fertility is unimpaired? 

The two first heads shall be here discussed—Instinct and 
Hybridism in separate chapters. ^ 

On the absence or rar:ty of transitional varieties ,—As natural 
selection acts solely by ihC* preservation of profitable modi¬ 
fications, eacli new form will tend in a fully-stocked country 
to take the pKice of, and finally to exteminate, its own less 
improved parent or other less-favoured forms with whicli 
it comes into competition. Thus extinction and natural 
selection will, as we have seen, go hand in hand. Hence, 
if we look at each species as descended from some other 
unknown form, both the parent and all the transitional 
varieties will generally have been exterminated by the very 
process of formation and perfection of the new form. 

But, as by this theory innumerable trans'*'nral - forms 
must have existed, why do we not find them embedded in 
countless numbers in the crust of the earth ? It will be much 
more convenient to discuss this question in the chapter 
on the ImpcrLction of the geological record; and I will here 
only state that I believe the answer mainly lies in the record 
being incomparably less perfect than is generally supposed; 
the imperfection of the record being chiefly due to organic 
beings not inhabiting profound depths of the sea, and to 
their remains being embedded and preserved to a future 
age on^y in masses of sediment sufficiently thick and extensive 
to withstand an enormous amount of future degradatio 'i; and 
such fossilifc.ous masses can be accumulated ordy where much 
sediment is deposited on the shallow bed of tlie sea, whilst 
It slowly subsides. These contingencies will concur only 
rarely, and after enormously long intervals. Whilst the bed 
of the sea is stationary or is rising, or when very little 
sediment is being deposited, there will be blanks in our 
geological history. The crust of the* earth is a vast museum ; 
but ti e natural collections have been made only at intervals 
of time immensely remote. 

But it may be urged that when several closely-allied species 
nhabu the same territory we surely ought to find at the 



DlFiaCULTIES ON THEORY. 


141 


present time many transitional forms. Let us take a simple 
case: in travelling from north to south over a continent, 
we generally meet at successive intervals with closely allied 
or representative species, evidently filling nearly the same 
place in the natural economy of the land. These repre¬ 
sentative species often meet and interlock; and aa the one 
becomes rarer and rarer, the other becomes more and more 
frequent, till the one replaces the other. . But if we compare 
these species where they Wnterminglt^ they are generally 
as absolutely distinct from each oihefe in every detail of 
structure as are specimens taken fr#m the metropolis inhabited 
by each. By my theory these allied species have descended 
from a common parent; and during the process of modifi¬ 
cation, each has become adapted to the conditions of life 
of its own region, and has supplanted and exterminated its 
original parent and all the transitional varieties between its 
past and present states. Hence we ought not to expect at 
the present time to meet with numerous transitional varieties 
in each region, though they must have existed there, and 
may be embedded there in a fossil condition. But in the 
intermediate-region, having intermediate conditions of life, 
why do we not now find closely-linking intermediate varieties ? 
Thfs difficulty for a long time quite confounded me. But 
1 think it can be in large part explained. 

In the first place we should be extremc^y cautious in 
inferring, because an area is now continuous, that it has been 
conffnuous during a long period. Geology would lead us 
to believe that almost every continent has been broken 
up into islands even during the later tertiary periods; and 
in such islands distinct species might have been separately 
formed withou.^ the possibility of intermediate vAieties 
existing in the intermediate zones. By changes in the form 
of the land ard of climate, marine areas now continuous 
must often have existed within recent times in a far less 
continuous and uniform condition than at present. But I 
will pass over this way of escaping from the difficulty; for 
I believe that many perfectly defined species have been 
formed on strictly continuous areas; though I do not doubt 
that the formerly broken ‘condition of areas now continuous 
has played an important part in the formation of new 
species, more especially with freely-crossing and wandering 
animals. 

In looking at species as they are now distributed over 
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a wide area, we generally find them tolerably numerous over 
a large territory, then becoming somewhat abruptly rarer 
and rarer on the confines, and finally disappearing. Hence 
ihe neutral territory between two representative species is 
generally narrow in comparison with the territory proper 
to each. We see the same fact in ascending mountains, and 
sometimes it is quite rfcmarkable how abruptly, as Alph. De 
Candolle has observed, a common alpine specie's disappears. 
The same fact has i^een noticM by Forbes in sounding the 
depths of the sea w’ikh the dredge. To those who look at 
climate and the physical c&nditions of life as the all-important 
elements of distribution, these facts ought to cause surprise, 
as climate and height or depth graduate away insensibly. 
But when we bear in mind that almost every species, 
even in its metropolis, would increase immensely in numbers, 
were it not for other competing species; that nearly 
all either prey on or serve as prey for others; in short, 
that each organic being is either directly or indirectly related 
in the most important manner to other organic beings, we 
must see that the range of the inhabitants of any country 
by no means exclusively depends on mbens’'.\lj> chpanging 
physical conditions, but in large part on the presence of 
other species, on which it depends, or by which it is destroyed, 
or with which it comes into competition; and as these species 
are already defined objects (however they may have become 
so), not blending one into another by insensible gradations, 
the range of any one species, depending as it does’on the 
range of others, will tend to be sharply defined. Moreover, 
each species on the confines of its range, where it exists in 
lessened numbers, will, during fluctuations in the number 
of itS^enemies or of its prey, or in the seasons, be extremely 
liable to utter extermination; and thus its geographical range 
will come to be still more sharply defined, m 
I f I am right in believing that allied or representative 
.species, when inhabiting a continuous area, are generally so 
distributed that each has a wide range, with a comparatively 
nanow neutral territory between them, in which they become 
rather suddenly rarer and rarer; then, as varieties do not 
essentially differ from species, the same rule will probably 
apply to both; and if we in imagination adapt a varying 
species to a very large area, we shall have to adapt two 
varieties to two large areas, and a thiid variety to a narrow 
intermediate zone. The intermediate vatiety, consequently. 
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will exist in lesser numbers from inhabiting a narrow and 
lesser area; and practically, as far as I can make out, this 
rule holds good with varieties in a state of nature. I have 
met with striking instances of the rule in the case of varieties 
intermediate between well-marked varieties in the genus 
Balanus. And it would appear from information given me 
by Mr. Watson, Dr. Asa Gray, an*d Mr. Wollaston, that 
generally when varieties intermediate between tw'o other forms 
occur, they are much rarer ntimerically r/han the forms which 
they connect. Now, if we may trurt these facts and inferences, 
and therefore conclude that vafieties linking two other 
varieties together have generally existed in less^ numbers 
than- the forms whi'sh they connect, then, I think, we can 
understand why intermediate varieties should not endure for 
very long periods;—why as a general rule they should be 
exterminated and disappear, sooner than the f^prms which 
they originally linked together. 

For any form existing in lesser numbers would, as already 
remarked, run a greater chance of being exterminated than 
one existing m large numbers; and in this particular case the 
iniermrfia^ft—form would be eminently liable to the inroads 
of closely allied forms existing on both sides of it. But a 
far more important consideration, as I believe, Is that, during 
the process of further modification, by which two varieties 
are supposed on my theory to be converted Tind perfected 
into two distinct species, the two which exist in larger numbers 
froBT inhabiting larger areas, will have a great advantage 
over the intermediate variety, which exists in smaller numbers 
in a narrow and intermediate zone. For forms existing in 
larger numbers will always have a better chance, within any 
given period, of presenting further favourable variations for 
natural selection to seize on, than will the rarer forms which 
<‘xist in lesser' numbers. Hence, the more common forms, 
in the race for life, will tend to beat and supplant the less 
common forms, for these will be more slowdy modified and 
improved. It is the same principle which, as I believe, 
accounts for the common species in each country, as shown 
in the second chapter, presenting on an average a greater 
number of well-marked varieties than do the rarer species. 
I may illustrate what I mean by supposing three varieties 
of sheep to be kept, one adapted to an extensive mountainous 
region ; a second to a comparatively narrow, hilly tract; and 
a third to wide plains at the base ; and that the inhabitants 
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are all trying with equal steadiness and skill to improve d 
stocks by selection ; the chances in this case will be stror 
in favour of the great holders on the mountains or on 
plains improving their breeds more quickly than the si 
holders on the intermediate narrow, hilly tract; and * 
sequently the improved mountain or plain breed will s 
take the plaice of the !As improved hill breed; and thus 
two bree<is, which originally existed in greaterj numbers, 
come into close cortjact with e^j.ch other, without the ii 
position of the supplanted, intermediate hill-variety. 

To sum up, I believet^hat species come to be toler 
well-defined objects, and do not at any one period pre 
an inextricable chaos of varying and^ intermediate li 
firstly, because new varieties are very slowly formed, 
variation is a very slow process, and natural selection cai 
nothing until favourable variations chance to occur, 
until a place in the natural polity of the country can be b 
filled by some modification of some one or more ot 
inhabitants. And such new places whll depend on 
changes of climate, or on the occasional immigration of 
inhabitants and, probably, in a still more impiu:t.int*^e| 
on some of the old inhabitants becoming slowly modi 
with the new forms thus produced and the old ones a« 
and reacting on each other. So that, in any one region 
at any one time, we ought only to see a few species preset 
slight modifications of structure in some degree permar 
and this assuredly we do see. 

Secondly, areas now continuous must often have ex 
within the recent period in isolated portions, in which r 
forms, more especially amongst the. classes which unite 
each '^'birth and wander much, may have aSeparately ' 
rendered sufficiently distinct to rank as representative spe 
In this case, intermediate varieties between the severa 
presentative species and their common parent, must fom 
have existed in each broken portion of the land, but t ' 
links will have been supplanted and exterminated di. 
the process 'of natural selection, so that they will no la 
exist m a living state. 

Thirdly, when two or more varieties have been for 
in difl'c’-ent portions of a strictly continuous area, interme(* 
varieties will, it is probable, at first have been formed in 
intermediate zones, but they will generally have had a s' 
duration. For these intermediate varieties will, from rea 
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already assigned (namely from what we know of the actual 
distribution of closely allied or representative species, and 
likewise j)f acknowledged varieties), exist in the intermediate 
zones in lesser numbers than the varieties which they tend 
to connect. From this cause alone the intermediate varieties 
will be liable to accidental extermination; and during the 
process of further modification J.hrough natural selection, 
hey will almost certainly be beaten and supplanted by the 
orms which they connect; for these from existing in gieater 
lumbers will, in the agg?egate, prefpni more variation, and 
bus be further improved throu<^h natural selection and gain 
urlher advantages. 

Lastly, looking^ not to any one time, but to all time, if 
uy theory be true, numberless intermediate varieties, linking 
uost closely all the species of the same group together, must 
issuredly have existed; but the very process of natural 
selection constantly tends, as has been so often remarked, 
-o exterminate the parent-forms and the intermediate links. 
Consequently evidence of their former existence could be 
tound only amongst fossil remains, which are preserved, as 
we ^ajl m a future chapter attempt to show, in an extremely 
imperfect and intermittent record. 

On the origm and transitions of organic beings with peculiar 
habits and structure. —It has been asked the opponents 
of such views as 1 hold, how, for instance, a land carnivorous 
•«tvstial could have been converted into one with aquatic 
habits; for how could the animal in its transitional state have 
subsisted? It would be easy to show that within the same 
group carnivorous animals exist having every intermediate 
grade between truly aquatic and strictly terrestrial,* habits; 
and as each exists by a struggle for life, it is clear that each 
is well adapted in its habits to its place in nature. Look 
at the Musicla vison of North America, which has webbed 
feet and which resembles an otter in its fur, short legs, and 
form of tail; during summer this animal dives for and preys 
on fish, but during the long winter it leaves the frozen waters, 
and preys like other polecats on mice and land animals. If 
a different case had been taken, and it had been asked how 
an insectivorous quadruped could possibly have been con¬ 
verted into a flying bat, the question would have been far 
more difficult, and I could have given no answer. Yet 1 
think such difficulties have very little weight. 


10 
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Here, as on other occasions, I lie under a heavy dis¬ 
advantage, for out of the many striking cases which I have 
collected, I can give only one or two instances of transitional 
habits and structures in closely allied species of the same 
genus; and of diversified habits, either constant or occasional, 
in the same species. And it seems to me that nothing less 
than a long list of such# cases is sufficient to lessen the 
difficulty in any particular case like that of the bat. j 

Look at the family ^f squirrels • here we have the finest 
gradation from aninials\vith their tails only slightly flattened, 
and from others, as Sir J. Ri^ardson has remarked, with the 
posterior part of their bodies rather wide and with the skin 
on their flanks rather full, to the so-calle,d flying squirrels; 
and flying squirrels have their limbs and even the base of the 
tail united by a broad expanse of skin, which serves as a 
parachute and allows them to glide througli the air to an 
astonishing distance from tree to tree. AVe cannot doubt 
that each structure is of use to each kind of squirrel in its own 
country, by enabling it to escape birds or beasts of prey, or 
to collect food more quickly, or, as there is reason to believe, 
by lessening the danger from occasional falls, does 

not follow from this fact that the structure of each squirrel is 
the best that it is possible to conceive under all natural 
conditions. Let the climate and vegetation change, lot other 
competing rodents or new beasts of prey immigrate, or old 
ones become modified, and all analogy would lead us to 
believe that some at least of the squirrels would decrease’hj 
numbers or become exterminated, unless they also became 
modified and improved in structure in a corresponding manner. 
Therefore, I can see no difficulty, more especially under 
changing conditions of life, in the continued preservation of 
individuals with fuller and fuller flank-membranes, each modi¬ 
fication being useful, each being propagated, until by the 
accumulated effects of this process of natural selection, a 
perfect so-called flying squirrel was produced. 

Now look at the Galeopithecus or flying lemur, which 
formerly was falsely ranked amongst bats. It has an extremely 
wide flank membrane, stretching from the corners of the jaw 
to the tail, and including the limbs and the elongated fingers : 
the flank-nif^mbrane is, also, furnished with an extensor 
muscle. Although no graduated links of structure, fitted for 
gliding through the air, now connect the Galeopithecus with 
the other Leinuridae, yet I can see no difficulty in supposing 
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that such links formerly existed, and that each had been 
formed by the same steps as in the case of the less perfectly 
gliding squirrels; and that each grade of structure had been 
useful to its possessor. Nor can I see any insuperable 
difficulty in further believing it possible that the membrane- 
connected fingers and fore-arm of the Galcopithecus might be 
greatly lengthened by natural selt^tion; and this, as far as 
the organs of flight are concerned, would convert it into a 
bat. In bats which have^thc wing-msmbrane extended from 
the top of the shoulder to the tail,/including the hind-legs, 
we perhaps see traces of an apf^aratus originally constructed 
for gliding through the air rather than for flight. 

If about a doz^n genera of birds had become extinct or 
were unknown, who would have ventured to have surmised 
that birds might have existed which used their wings solely 
as flappers, hke the logger-headed duck (Micropterus of 
Eyton); as fins in the water and front legs on the land, like 
the penguin; as sails, like the ostrich; and functionally for 
no purpose, like the Apteryx. Yet the structure of each of 
these birds is good for it, under the conditions of life to which 
it isw^xpQscd, for each has to live by a struggle; but it is not 
necessarily the best posMl)le under all possible conditions. It 
must not be inferred from these remarks that any of the 
grades of wdng-structure here alluded to, which perhaps may 
ail have resulted from disuse, indicate the •natural steps by 
which birds have acquired their perfect power of flight; but 
serve, at least, to show wdiat diversified means of transition 
are possible. 

Seeing that a few members of such water-breathing classes 
as the Crustacea and Mollusca are adapted to live on the 
land, and seeing that we have flying birds and nAmmals, 
flying insects of the most diversified types, and formerly had 
flying reptiles, it is conceivable that flying-fish, wliich now 
glide far through the air, slightly rising and turning by the aid 
of their fluttering fins, miglit have been modified into per¬ 
fectly winged animals. If this had been effected, who would 
have ever imagined that in an early transitional state they 
had been inhabitants of the open ocean, and had used their 
incipient organs of flight exclusively, as far as we know, to 
escape being devoured by other fish? 

When we see any structure highly perfected for any 
particular habit, as the wflngs of a bird for flight, we should 
bear in mind that animals displaying early transitional grades 
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of the structure will seldom continue to exrst to the present 
day, for they will have been supplanted by the very process 
of perfection through natural selection. Furtheritiore, we 
may conclude that transitional grades between structures fitted 
for very different habits of life will rarely have been developed 
at an early period in great numbers and under many sub¬ 
ordinate forms. Thus, to feturn to our imaginary illustration 
of the flying-fish, it does not seem probable that^ fishes 
capable of true flight^would been developed under 

many subordinate form^ for taking prey of many kinds in 
many W'ays, on the land anckin the water, until their organs 
of flight had come to a high stage of perfection, so as to 
have given them a decided advantage ovei* other animals in 
the battle for life. Hence the chance of discovering species 
with transitional grades of structure in a fossil condition will 
always be less, from their having existed in lesser numbers, 
than in the case of species with fully developed structures. 

I will now give two or three instances of diversified and 
of changed habits in the individuals of the same species. 
When either case occurs, it would be easy for natural selection 
to fit the animal, by some modification of its stu^i^ure^ for 
its changed habits, or exclusively for one of its several different 
habits- But it is difficult to tell, and immaterial for us, 
whether habits generally change first and structure afterwards ; 
or whether slight* modifications of structure lead to changed 
habits; both probably often change almost simultaneously. 
Of cases of changed habits it will suffice merely to allude* \vj 
that of the many British insects which now feed on exotic 
plants, or exclusively on artificial substances. Of diversified 
habits innumerable instances could be given: I have often 
watcheefa tyrant flycatcher (Saurophagus sulphuratus) in South 
America, hovering over one spot and then proceeding to 
another, like a kestiel, and at other times standing stationaiy 
on the margin of water, and then dashing like a kingfisher 
at a fish. In our own country the larger titmouse (Parus 
major) may be seen climbing branches, almost like a creeper; 
It often, like a shrike, kills small birds by blows on the head; 
and I have many limes seen and heard it hammering the 
seeds of the yew on a branch, and thus breaking them like a 
nuthatch. In North America the black bear was seen by 
Hearne swimming for hours with widely open mouth, thus 
catching, like a whale, insects in the water. Even in so 
extreme a ense as this, if the supply of insects were constant, 
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and if better adapted competitors did not already exist in 
the country, I can see no difficulty in a race of bears being 
rendered,#by natural selection, more and more aquatic in 
their structure and habits, with larger and larger mouths, till 
a creature was produced as monstrous as a whale. 

As we sometimes see individuals of a species following 
habits widely different from those aboth of their own species 
and of the other species of the same genus, we might expect, 
on my theory, that such mdividuals \^ould occasionally have 
given rise to new species, naving ano/nalous habits, and with 
their structure eitlier slightly considerably modified from 
that of their proper type. And such instances do occur in 
nature. Can a m^re striking instance of adaptation be given 
than that of a woodpecker for climbing trees and for seizing 
insects in the chinks of the bark? Yet in North America 
there are woodpeckers which feed largely on fruit, and others 
with elongated wings which chase insects on the wing; and 
on the plains of La Plata, where not a tree grows, there is a 
woodpecker, which in every essential part of its organisation, 
even in its colouring, in the harsh tone of its voice, and un- 
dulatpry^flight, told me plainly of its close blood-relationship 
to our common species; yet it is a woodpecker which never 
climbs a tree ! 

Petrels are the most aerial and oceanic of birds, yet in the 
quiet Sounds of Tierra del Fuego, the Puflinuria berardi, in 
its general habits, in its astonishing power of diving, its manner 
L..dimming, and of flying when unwillingly it takes flight, 
would be mistaken by any one for an auk or grebe ; neverthe¬ 
less, it is essentially a petrel, but with many parts of its 
organisation profoundly modified. On the other hand, the 
acutest observer by examining the dead body of th« water- 
ouzel would never have suspected its sub-aquatic haT)its; yet 
this anomalous meml^er of the strictly terrestrial thrush family 
wholly subsists by diving,—grasping the stones with its feet 
and using its wings under water. 

He who believes that each being has been created as we 
now see it, must occasionally have felt surprise when he has 
met with an animal having habits and structure not at all in 
agreement. What can be plainer than that the webbed feet 
of ducks and geese are formed for swimming? yet there are 
upland geese with webbed feet which rarely or never go near 
the water; and no one except Audubon has seen the frigate- 
bird, which has all its four toes webbed, alight on the surface 



ISO 


ON THE ORIGIN Ob JSTEGlEb. 


of Ibe sea. On the olher band, gTe\>es and coots are emincmly 
aquatic, although their toes are only bordered by membrane. 
^Vhat seems plainer than that the long toes of grall^jtores are 
formed for walking over swamps and floating plants, yet the 
water-hen is nearly as aquatic as the coot; and the landrail 
nearly as terrestrial as the quail or partridge. In such cases, 
and many others could be tgiven, habits have changed without 
a corresponding change of structure. The wTbbc<.| feet of 
the upland goose may be said to^have become rudimentary 
in function, though notVin structure. In the frigate-bird, the 
deeply-scooped membrane btjUvecn the toes shows that slruc- 
ture has begun to change. 

He who believes in separate and innumerable acts of 
creation will say, that in these cases it has pleased the Creator 
to cause a being of one type to take the place of one of 
another type ; but this seems to me only restating the fact in 
dignified language. He who believes in the struggle for 
existence and in the principle of natural selection, will acknow¬ 
ledge that every organic being is constantly endeavouring to 
increase in numbers; and that if any one Ixnng vary ever so 
little, either in habits or structure, and thus gain an advantage 
over some other inhabitant of the country, it wil^^sci^e on 
the place of that inhabitant, however diflerent it may be from 
its own place. Hence it will cause him no surprise that 
there should be, geese and frigate-birds \\ith webbed feet, 
either living on the dry land or most rarely alighting on the 
water; that there should be long-toed corncrakes livii^ k: 
meadows instead of in swamps; that there should be wood¬ 
peckers where not a tree grows; that there sliould be diving 
thrushes, and petrels with the habits of auks. 

% 

OrgaAs of extreme perfection and complication ,—suppose 
that the eye, with all its inimitable contrivances for adjusting 
the focus to dilTerci-t distances, for admitting different amounts 
of light, and for the correction of spherical and chromatic 
aberration, could have been formed by natural selection, 
seems, I freely confess, absurd in the highest possible degree. 
Yet reason tells me, that if numerous gradations from a 
perfect and coii.plex eye to one very imperfect and simi»le, 
each grade being useful to its possessor, can be shown to 
exist; if further, the eye does vary twr so slightly, and the 
variations be inherited, which is certainly the case; and if 
any variati(?n or modification in the organ be ever useful to 
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an animal under changing conditions of life, then the difficulty 
of believing that a perfect and complex eye could be formed 
by natiirrfl selection, though insuperable by our imagination, 
can hardly be considered real. How a nerve comes to be 
sensitive to light, hardly concerns us more than how life 
itself first originated ; but I may remark that several facts 
make me suspect that any sensitive nerve may be rendered 
sensitive to light, and likewise to those coarser vibrations of 
the air which produce sound. ^ 

In looking for the gradations by which an organ in any 
species has been perfected, we fcught to look exclusively to 
its linf^al ancestors; but this is scarcely ever possible, and we 
are forced in each^ase to look to species of the same group, 
that is to tlie collateral descendants from the same original 
parent-form, in order to see what gradations arc possible, and 
for the chance of some gradations having been transmitted 
from the earlier stages of descent, in an unaltered or little 
altered condition. Amongst existing Vertebrata, we find but 
a small amount of gradation in the structure of the eye, and 
from fossil species we can learn nothing on this head. In 
this grcaw lass we should probably have to descend far beneath 
the low'cst knowm fossilifeious stratum to discover the earliei 
stages, by which the eye has been perfected. 

In the Articulata w^e can commence a series with an optic 
nerve merely coated with pigment, and wiThout any other 
meclianism ; and from this low stage, numerous gradations 
%i structure, branching off in two fundamentally different lines, 
can be shown to exi^i, until we reach a moderately high stage 
of perfection. In certain crubtaceans, for instance, there is 
a double cornea, the inner one divided into facets, within eacli 
of which thereds a lens-shaped swelling. In other crugtacean^ 
the transparent cones which are coated by pigment, and whicii 
proi)erly act only by excluding lateral pencils of light, are 
convex at their upper ends and must act by convergence; and 
at ^heir lower ends there seems to be an imperfect vitreous 
substance. With these facts, here far too briefly and im¬ 
perfectly given, which show that there is much graduated 
diversity in the eyes of living crustaceans, and bearing in 
mind how small the number of living animals is in proportion 
to those w'hich have become extinct, I can see no vciy great 
difficulty (not more than in the case of many other structures) 
in believing that natural selection has converted the simple 
apparatus of an optic nerve merely coated with pigment and 
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invested by transparent membrane, into an optical instrument 
as perfect as is possessed by any member of the great 
Articulate class. ‘ r 

He who will go thus far, if he find on finishing this treatise 
that large bodies of facts, otherwise inexplicable, can be 
explained by the theory of descent, ought not to hesitate to 
go further, and to admit*-that a structure even as perfect as 
the eye of an eagle might l^e formed by natural selection, 
although in this case he does not J:now any of the transitional 
grades. His reason Vught to conquer his imagination : 
though I have felt the difficulty far too keenly to be surprised 
at any degree of hesitation in extending the principle of 
natural selection to such startling lengths, 

It is scarcely possible to avoid comparing the eye to a 
telescope. We know that this instrument has been perfected 
by the long-continued efforts of the highest human intellects; 
and we naturally infer that the eye has been formed by a 
somewhat analogous process. But may not this inference 
be presumptuous? Have we any right to assume that the 
Creator works by intellectual powers like those of man ? If 
we must compare the eye to an optical instrument^we,.ought 
in imagination to take a thick layer of transparent tissue, with 
a nerve sensitive to light beneath, and then suppose every 
part of this layer to be continually changing slowly in density, 
so as to separatfc into layers of different densities and thick¬ 
nesses, placed at different distances from each other, and with 
the surfaces of each layer slowly changing in form. Pferthc* “ 
we must suppose that there is a power always intently watch¬ 
ing each slight accidental alteration in the transparent layers; 
and carefulfy selecting each alteration which, under varied 
circurnftances, may in any way, or in any degree, tend to 
produce a distincter image. We must suppose each new state 
of the instrument to be multiplied by the million; and each 
to be preserved till a better l>e produced, and then the old 
ones to be destroyed. In living bodies, variation wull cause 
the slight alterations, generation will multiply them almost in¬ 
finitely, and natural selection will pick out with unerring skill 
each improvement. Let this process go on for millions on 
millions of years ^ and during each year on millions of in¬ 
dividuals of many kinds; and may we not loelieve that a 
living optical instrument might thus be formed as superior to 
one of gla^'S, as the works of the Creator arc to those of man ? 

If it could be demonstrated that any complex organ existed, 
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which could not possibly have been formed by numerous, 
successive, slight modifications, my theory would absolutely 
break dowm. But I can find out no such case. No doubt 
many organs exist of which we do not know the transitional 
grades, more especially if wc look to much-isolated species, 
round which, according to my theory, there has been much 
extinction. Or again, if we look to an organ common to 
all the members of a large class, for in this latter case the 
organ must have been first formed at ^n extremely remote 
period, since which all the many memoers of the class have 
been developed; and in order to discover the early transitional 
grades through which the organ has passed, we should have 
10 look to very an^^ient ancestral forms, long since become 
extinct. 

We should be extremely cautious in concluding that an 
organ could not have been formed by transitional gradations 
of some kind. Numerous cases could be given amongst the 
lower animals of the same organ performing at the same time 
wholly distinct functions; thus the alimentary canal respires, 
digests, and excretes in the larva of the dragon-fly and in the 
fish Cabites. In the Hydra, the animal may be turned inside 
out, and the exterior surface will then digest and the stomach 
respire. In such cases natural selection might easily specialise, 
if any advantage w'ere thus gained, a part or organ, which 
had performed two functions, for one function alone, and 
thus wholly change its nature by insensible steps. Two 
yfi otinCt organs sometimes perform simultaneously the same 
functlv..! in the same individual; to give one instance, there 
are fish with gills or branchiae that breathe the air dissolved 
in the water, at the same time that they breathe free air in 
their swumblad^Jers, this latter organ having a ducti;^s"pneu- 
maticus for its supply, and being divided by highly vascular 
partitions. In these cases, one of the two organs might with 
ease be modified and perfected so as to perform all the work 
by itself, being aided during the process of modification by 
the other organ; and then this other organ might be modified 
for some other and quite distinct purpose, or be quite 
obliterated. 

The illustration of the swimbladder in fishes is a good one, 
because it shows us clearly the highly important fact that an 
organ originally constructed for one purpose, namely flotation, 
may be converted into one for a wholly different purpose, 
namely respiration. The swimbladder has, also, been worked 
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in as an accessory to the auditory organs of certain fish, or, 
for I do not know which view is now generally held, a part 
of the auditory apparatus has been w'orked in as a«complement 
to the swiinbladder. All physiologists admit that the swim- 
bladder is homologous, or “ideally similar,” in position and 
structure with the lungs of the higher vertebrate animals : 
hence there seems to nte to be no great difficulty in believing 
that natural selection has actually converted a swumbladder 
into a lung, or organ used excUisively for respiration. 

I can, indeed, hardly doubt that all vertebrate animals 
having true lungs have descended by ordinary generation 
from an ancient prototype, of which we know nothing, furnished 
with a floating apparatus or swimbladder. We can thus, 
as 1 infer from Professor Owen's interesting description of 
these ])arts, understand the strange fact that every particle 
of food and drink which we swallow has to pass over the 
orifice of the trachea, with some risk of falling into the lungs, 
notwithstanding the beautiful contrivance by which the glottis 
is closed. In the higher Verlebrata the bnnehiae have 
wholly disappeared—the slits on the sides of the neck and 
the loop'like course of the arteries still marking inj,he -embryo 
their former position. But it is conceivable that the now 
utterly losi branchiie might have l)een gradually worked in 
by natural selection for some quite distinct purpose: in 
the same rnanifer as, on the view- entertained by some natural¬ 
ists that the branchiae and dorsal scales of Annelids are 
homologous with the wings and wing-covers of inStetS^'u* 
is probable that organs which at a very ancient period served 
for respiration have been actually converted into organs of 
flight. 

lri*^)nsidering transitions of organs, it is rSO important to 
bear in mind the j)robability of conversion from one function 
to another, that 1 will give one more instance. Pedunculated 
cirrifiedes have two minute folds of skin, called by me the 
ovigerouu frena, which serve, through the means of a sticky 
secretion, to retain the eggs until they are hatched within the 
sack. These cirripedcs have no l^runchia;, the whole surface 
of the b(>dy and sack, including the small frena, serving for 
respiration, 'i'he Balanidae or sessile cirripedes, on the other 
hand, have no ovigerous frena, the eggs lying loose at the 
bottom of the sack, in the well-enclosed shell; but they 
have large folded branchioe. Now 1 think no one will dispute 
tliat the ovigerous frena in the one family are strictly 
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homologous with the branchinc of the other family ; indeed, 
they graduate into each other. Therefore I do not doubt 
that little f^lds of skin, which originally served as ovigerous 
frena, but which, likewise, very slightly aided the act of 
respiration, have been gradually converted by natural selection 
into branchiae, simply through an increase in their size and 
the obliteration of their adhesive glands. If all pedunculated 
cirripedes had become extinct, and they have already suffered 
far more extinction llian ha^ys sessile cinipedes, who would 
ever have imagined that the branchiae in this latter family 
had originally existed as organs fo^ preventing the ova from 
being washed out of the sack? 

Although we must be extremely cautious in concluding 
that any organ could not possibly have been produced by 
successive transitional gradations, yet, undoubtedly, grave 
cases of difficulty occur, some of which will be discussed in 
my future work. 

One of the gravest is that of neuter insects, which are 
often very differently constructed from either the males or 
fertile females ; but this case will be treated of in the next 
chapter.^ I'he electric organs of fishes offer another case 
of special difficulty; it is impossible to conceive by what 
stops tlicse wondrous organs have been produced; but, as 
Owen and others have remarked, their intimate structure 
closely resembles that of common muscle; rmd as it has 
lately been shown that Rays have an organ closely analogous 
ek^ctnc apparatus, and yet do not, as Matteuchi asserts, 
discharge any electricity, we must own that we are far too 
ignorant to argue that no transition of any kind is possible. 

The electric organs offer another and even moie serious 
difficulty; for they occur in only about a dozen fishw^s^ 
which several are widely remote in their affinities, (renerally 
when the same organ n[)pears in several members of the same 
class, especially if in members having very different habits 
of life, we may attribute its presence to inheritance from a 
common ancestor ; and its absence in some of the members 
to its loss throngli disuse or natural selection. lJut if the 
electric organs had been inherited from one ancient progenitor 
thus provided, we might have expected that all electric fishes 
would have been specially related to each other. Nor docs 
geology at all lead to the belief that formerly most fishes 
had electric organs, which most of their modified descendants 
have lost. The presence of luminous organs in a few insects,. 
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belonging to different families and orders, offers a parallel 
case of difficulty. Other cases could be given; for instance 
in plants, the very curious contrivance of a mats of pollen- 
grains, borne on a foot-stalk with a sticky gland at the end, 
IS the same in Orchis and Asclepias,—^genera almost as 
remote as possible amongst flowering plants. In all these 
cases of two very distract species furnished with apparently 
the same anomalous organ, it should be observed that, 
although the general appearanqe and function of the organ 
may be the same, yet some fundamental difference can 
generally be detected. I itm inclined to believe that in nearly 
the same way as two men have sometimes independently hit 
on the very same invention, so natural relection, working for 
the good of each being and taking advantage of analogous 
variations, has sometimts modified in very nearly the same 
manner two parts in two organic beings, which owe but 
little of their structure in coum^on to inheritance from the 
same ancestor. 

Although in many cases it is most difficult to conjecture 
by what transitions an organ could have arrived at its present 
state; yet, considering that the proportion of^ living and 
known forms to the extinct and unknown is very small, I 
have been astonished how rarely an organ can te named, 
towards which no transitional grade is known to lead. The 
truth of this remark is indeed shown by that old canon in 
natural history of “ Natura non facit saltum.” We meet with 
this admission in the writings of almost every ex^ferieffCtS 
naturalist; or, as Milne Edwards has well expressed it, 
nature is prodigal in variety, but niggard in innovation. Why, 
on the theory of Creation, should this be so? Why should 
all parts and organs of many independent beings, each 

supposed to have been separately created for its proper place 
in nature, be so invariably linked together by graduated steps ? 
"Why should not Nature have taken a leap from structure 
to structure ? On the theory of natural selection, we can 
clearly understand why she should not; for natural selection 
can act only by taking advantaj-e of slight successive variations ; 
she can never take a leap, but must advance by the shortest 
and slov/est steps. 

Organs of little appur ni importance .—As natural selection 
acts bv life and death,—by the preservation of individuals 
with anv favourable vara ion, and by the destruction of those 
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with any unfavourable deviation of structure,—I have some¬ 
times felt much difficulty in understanding the origin of simple 
parts, of whfch the importance does not seem sufficient to 
cause the preservation of successively varying individuals. 

I have sometimes felt as much difficulty, though of a very 
different kind, on this head, as in the case of an organ as 
perfect and complex as the eye. • 

In the first place, we are much too ignorant in regard to 
the whole economy of any c«e organic being, to say what 
slight modifications would be of importance or not. In a 
former chapter I have given instances^)! most trifling character'), 
such as the down on fruit and the colour of the flesh, which, 
from determining the 9ttacks of insects or from being correlated 
with constitutional differences, might assuredly be acted on 
by natural selection. The tail of the giraffe looks like an arti¬ 
ficially constructed fly-flapper; and it seems at first incredible 
that this could have been adapted for its present purpose 
by successive slight modifications, each better and better, 
for so trifling an object as driving away flies; yet we should 
pause before being too positive even in this case, for we know 
that the distribution and existence of cattle and other animals 
in South America absolutely depends on their power of re¬ 
sisting the attacks of insects: so that individuals which could 
by any means defend themselves from these small enemies, 
would be able to range into new pastures anc? thus gain a 
grea t advantage. It is not that the larger quadrupeds are 
aSCtially destroyed (except in some rare cases) by the flies, 
but they are incessantly harassed and their strength reduced, 
so that they are more subject to difeease, or not so well enabled 
in a coming dearth to search for food, or to escape from beasts 
of prey. ^ 

Organs now of trifling importance have probably in some 
cases been of high importance to an early progenitor, and, after 
having been slowly perfected at a former period, have been 
transmitted in nearly the same stale, although now become of 
very slight use; and any actually injurious deviations in their 
structure will always have been checked by natural selection. 
Seeing how important an organ of locomotion the tail is in 
most aquatic animals, its general presence and use for many 
purposes in so many land animals, which in their lungs or 
modified swimbladders betray their aquatic origin, may per¬ 
haps be thus accounted for, A well-developed tail having 
been fu’m^d in an aquatic animal, it might subsequently come 
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to be worked in for all sorts of purposes, as a fly-flapper, an 
organ of prehension, or as an aid in turning, as with the dog, 
though the aid must be slight, for the hare, with hardly any 
tail, can double quickly enough. 

In ihe second place, we may sometimes attribute importance 
to characters which are really of very little importance, andwdiich 
have originated from quite secondary causes, independently of 
natural sdcclion. We should remember that ylimale, food, 
&c., ])rol)ably have some little direct influence on the organi¬ 
sation ; that characters reappear from the law of reversion; 
that correlation of growth will have had a most important 
influence in modifying various structures; and finally, that 
sexual selection will often have largely-modified the external 
characters of animals having a will, to give one male an 
advantage in fighting w'ith another or in charming the females. 
Moreover w^hen a modification of structure has primarily arisen 
from the above or other unknown causes, it may at first have 
been of no advantage to the species, hut may subsequently have 
been taken advantage of by the descendants of the species 
under new conditions of life and with newly acquired habits. 

To give a few instances to illustrate these latter .remarks. 
If green w^oodpcckers alone had existed, and we did not 
know that there were many black and pied kinds, I dare 
say that we should have thouglit that the green colour w'as 
a beautiful adaptation to hide this tree-frequenting bird from 
its enemies; and consequently that it was a character of 
importance and might have been acquired througti natffi^il 
selection; as it is, I have no doubt that the colour is due 
to some quite distinct cause; probably to sexual selection. A 
trailing bamboo in the Malay Archipelago climbs the loftiest 
trees,by the aid of exquisitely constructed hooks clustered 
around the ends of the branches, and this contrivance, no 
doubt, is of the highest service to the plant; but as we see 
nearly similar hooks on many trees which are not climbers, 
the hooks on the bamboo may have arisen from unknown 
laws of growth, and have been subsequently taken advantage 
of by the plant undergoing further modification and becoming 
a climber. The naked skin on the head of a vulture is 
generally looked at as a direct adaptation for wallowdng in 
putridity; and so it may be, or it may possibly be due to 
the direct action of putrid matter; but we should be very 
cautious in drawing any such inference, when we see that 
the skin on the head of the clean-feeding male turkey is 
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likewise naked. The sutures in the skulls of young mammals 
have been advanced as a beautiful adaptation for aiding 
parturition, £vid no doubt they facilitate, or may be indis- 
jKinsable for this act; but as sutures occur in the skulls of 
young birds and reptiles, which have only to escape from 
a broken egg, we may infer that this structure has arisen from 
the laws of growth, and has been takf»n advantage of in the 
parturition of the higlter animals. 

We are profoundly ignorant^of the causes producing slight 
and unimportant variations; and we are immediately made 
conscious of this by reflecting on there!ifferences in the breeds 
of our domesticated animals in different countries,—more 
especially in the less qvilized countries where there has been 
but little artificial selection. Careful observers are convinced 
that a damp climate affects the growth of the hair, and that 
with the hair the horns are correlated. Mountain breeds 
always differ from lowland breeds ; and a mountainous country 
would probably affect the hind limbs from exercising them 
more, and possibly even the form of the pelvis; and then by 
the law of homologous variation, the front limbs and even the 
head would probably be affected. The shape, also, of the 
pelvis might affect by pressure the shape of the head of 
the young in the womb. The laborious breathing necessary 
in high regions would, we have some reason to believe, in¬ 
crease the size of the chest ; and again correlatior> would come 
into play. Animals kept by savages in different countries often 
Ismie to struggle fur their own subsistence, and would be ex¬ 
posed to a certain extent to natural selection, and individuals 
with slightly different constitutions would succeed best under 
different climates; and there is reason to believe that con¬ 
stitution and colour are correlated. A good observer,.x£f^, 
states that in cattle susceptibility to the attacks of flies is 
correlated with colour, as is the liability to be poisoned by 
certain plants ; so that colour would be thus subjected to the 
action of natural selection. Hut w^e ^re far too ignorant to 
speculate on the relative importance of the several known and 
unknown laws of variation ; and I have here alluded to them 
only to show that, if we are unable to account for the charac¬ 
teristic differences of our domestic breeds, which nevertheless 
we generally admit to have arisen through ordinary generation, 
we ought not to lay too much stress on our ignorance of the 
precise cause of the slight analogous differences between species. 
1 might have adduced for this same purpose the differences 
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between the races of man, which are so strongly marke*. 
may add that some little light can apparently be throwi 
the origin of these differences, chiefly through sexual sele^ 
of a particular kind, but without here entering on co] 
details my reasoning would appear frivolous. 

The foregoing remarks lead me to say a few word- 
the protest lately nyide by some naturalists, against 
utilitarian doctrine that every detail of structure has i 
produced for the good of its ^possessor. They* believe 
very many structures have been created for beauty ir 
eyes of man, or for n^ere variety. This doctrine, if 
would be absolutely fata to my theory. Yet I fully c 
that many structures are of no direct use to their posse: 
Physical conditions probably have hai! some little effet 
structure, quite independently of any good thus ga 
Correlation of growth has no doubt played a most impc 
part, and a useful modification of one part will often 
entailed on other parts diversified changes of no c 
use. So again characters which formerly were usefu 
which formerly had arisen from correlation of growtl 
from other unknown cause, may reappear from the la 
reversion, though now of no direct use. The effects* of s 
selection, when displayed in beauty to charm the feu 
can be called useful only in rather a forced sense. Bi 
far the mos*?: important consideration is that the chief 
of the organisation of every being is simply due to inheritr 
and consequently, though each being assuredly is^well . 
for its place in nature, many structures now have no c 
relation to the habits of life of each species. Thus, wt 
hardly believe that the webbed feet of the upland { 
Or the frigate-bird are of special use to these birds 
cannot believe that the same bones in the arm of the moi ’ 
in the fore leg of the horse, in the wing of the bat, 
in the flipper of the seal, are of special use to these ani 
We may safely attribute these structures to inheritance, 
to the progenitor of the upland goose and of the frigate- 
webbed feet no doubt were as useful as they now ai 
the most aquatic of existing birds. So we may believe 
the progenitor of the seal had not a flipper, but a foot 
five toes fitted for walking or grasping; and we may fu 
venture to believe that the several bones in the liinl 
the monkey, horse, and bat, which have been inherited 
a common progenitoi, were formerly of more special 
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to that progenitor, or its progenitors, than they now are to 
these animals having such widely diversified habits. There¬ 
fore we iaay infer that these several bones might have been' 
acquired through natural selection, subjected formerly, as 
now, to the several laws of inheritance, reversion, correlation 
of growth, &c. Hence every detail of structure in every 
living creature (making some littie allowance for the direct 
action of physical conditions) may be viewed, either as having 
been of special use to soqje ancestral form, or as being now 
of special use to the descendants of this form—either directly, 
or indirectly through the compiex laws of growth. 

Natural selection cannot possibly produce any modification 
in any one species^ exclusively for the good of another species ; 
though throughout nature one species incessantly takes- 
advantage of, and profits by, the structure of another. Bui 
natural selection can and does often produce structures for 
:he direct injury of other species, as we see in the fang of 
the adder, and in the ovipositor of the ichneumon, by whicl i 
its eggs arc deposited in the living bodies of other insects. 
If it could be proved that any part of the structure of any 
one species had been formed for the exclusive good of another 
species, it would annihilate my theory, for such could not 
have been produced through natural selection. Although 
"'many statements may be found in works on natural history 
to this effect, I cannot find even one which seems to me 
of any weight. It is admitted that the rattlesnake has a 
poisonTang for its own defence and for the destruction ol 
its prey; but some authors suppose that at the same time 
this snake is furnished with a rattle for its own injury, namely, 
to warn its prey to escape. I would almost as soon believe 
that the cat curls the end of its tail when preparing^o^rin^ 
in order to warn the doomed mouse. But I have not space 
here to enter on this and other such cases. 

Natural selection will never produce in a being anything 
injurious to itself, for natural selection acts solely by and for 
the good of each. No organ will be formed, as Paley has 
remarked, for the purpose of causing pain or for doing an 
injury to its possessor. If a fair balance be struck between 
the good and evil caused by each part, each will be found on 
the whole advantageous. After the lapse of time, under 
changing conditions of life, if any part comes to be injurious, 
it will be modified; or if it be not so, the being will become 
extinct, as myriads have become extinct. 


II 
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Natural selection tends only to make each organic being as 
perfect as, or slightly more perfect than, the other inhabitants 
of the same country with which it has to struggle for<existence. 
And we see that this is the degree of perfection attained under 
nature. The endemic productions of New Zealand, for in¬ 
stance, are perfect one compared with another; but they are 
now rapidly yielding before the advancing legions of plants 
and animals introduced from Europe. Natural selection will 
not produce absolute perfection, por do we always meet, as 
far as we can judge, with this high standard under nature. 
The correction for the aberration of light is said, on high 
authority, not to be perfect even in that most perfect organ, 
the eye. If our reason leads us to admirp with enthusiasm 
a multitude of inimitable contrivances in nature, this same 
reason tells us, though we may easily err on both sides, that 
some other contrivances are less perfect. Can we consider 
the sting of the wasp or of the bee as perfect, which, when 
used against many attacking animals, cannot be withdrawn, 
owhng to the backw'ard serratures, and so inevitably causes the 
death of the insect by tearing out its viscera ? 

If we look at the sting of the bee, as having originally existed 
in a remote progenitor as a boring and serrated instrument, 
like that in so many members of the same great order, and 
which has been modified but not perfected for its present 
purpose, with the poison originally adapted to cause galls 
subset|ucntly intensified, we can perhaps understand how it 
is that the use of the sting should so often cause the itisect s*' 
own death: for if on the whole the power of stinging be use¬ 
ful to the community, it will fulfil all the requirements of 
natural selection, though it may cause the death of some few 
inemcn^rs, If we admire the truly wonderful power of scent 
by w^hich the males of many insects find their females, can 
we admire the production for this single purpose of thousands 
of drones, w^hich are utterly useless to the community for any 
other end, and which are ultimately slaughtered by their in¬ 
dustrious and sterile sisters? It may be ditficult, but we ought 
to admire the savage instinctive hatred of the queen-bee, which 
urges her instantly to destroy the young queens her daughters 
as soon as born, or to perish herself in the combat; for un¬ 
doubtedly ihis is for the good of the community; and maternal 
love or moternal hatred, though the latter fortunately is most 
rare, is all the same to the inexorable principle of natural 
selection. If we admire the several ingenious contrivances, 
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by which the flowers of the orchis and of many other plants 
are fertilised through insect agency, can we consider as equally 
perfect the elaboration by our fir-trees of dense clouds of 
pollen, in order that a few granules may be wafted by a chance 
breeze on to the ovules ? 

Summary of Chapter .—We hav# in this chapter discussed 
some of the difficulties and objections which may be urged 
against my theory. Many of them are very grave; but I 
think that in the discussion light has been thrown on several 
facts, which on the theory of Ihdependent acts of creation 
are utterly obscure. We have seen that species at any 

one period are . not indefinitely variable, and are not 
linked together by a multitude of intermediate gradations, 
partly because the process of natural selection will always 
be very slow, and will act, at any one time, only on a very 
few forms; and partly because the very process of natural 
selection almost implies the continual supplanting and ex¬ 
tinction of preceding and intermediate gradations. Closely 
allied species, now living on a continuous area, must often 
have, been formed when the area was not continuous, and 
when the conditions of life did not insensibly graduate away 
from one part to another. When two varieties are formed 
in two districts of a continuous area, an intermediate variety 
will often be formed, fitted for an intermfcdiate zone; but 
from reasons assigned, the intermediate variety will usually 
exist'in lesser numbers than the two forms which it connects ; 
consequently the tw^o latter, during the course of further modi¬ 
fication, from existing in greater numbers, will have a great ad¬ 
vantage over the less numerous intermediate variety, and will_ 
thus generally,succeed in supplanting and extcrmina^'^^g"^. 

We have seen in this chapter how cautious we should be 
in concluding that the most different habits of life could not 
graduate into each other; that a bat, for instance, could 
not have been formed by natural selection from an animal 
which at first could only glide through the air. 

We have seen that a species may under new conditions 
o^ life change its habits, or have diversified habits, with some 
habits very unlike those of its nearest congeners. Hence 
we can understand, bearing in mind that each organic being 
is trying to live wherever it can live, how it has arisen that 
there are upland geese with webbed feet, ground woodpeckers, 
diving thrushes, and petrels with the habits of auks. 
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Although the belief that an organ so perfect as the eye 
could have been formed by natural selection, is more than 
enough to stagger any one; yet in the case of afty organ, 
if we know of a long series of gradations in complexity, each 
good for its possessor, then, under changing conditions of 
life, there is no logical impossibility in the acquirement of any 
conceivable degree of perfection through natural selection. 
In the cases in which we know of no intermediate or tran¬ 
sitional states, w'e should be very cautious in concluding that 
none could have existed, for the homologies of many organs and 
^heir intermediate states shdW that wonderful metamorphoses 
in function are at least possible. For instance, a swim-bladder 
has apparently been converted into an air-breathing lung. 
T'he same organ having performed simultaneously very different 
functions, and then having been speci.alised for one function ; 
and two very distinct organs having performed at the same 
time the same function, the one having been perfected whilst 
aided by the other, must often have largely facilitated 
transitions. 

We are far too ignorant, in almost every case, to be enabled 
to assert that any part or organ is so unimportant foe the 
welfare of a species, that modifications in its structure could 
not have been slowly accumulated by means of natural selection. 
]iut we may confidently believe tliat many modifications, 
wholly due to tne laws of growth, and at first in no way 
advantageous to a species, have been subsequently taken 
advantage of by the still further modified descendaffts of 
this species. We may, also, believe that a part formerly of 
high importance has often been retained (as the tail of an 
j^niiatic^ animal by its terrestrial descendants), though it has 
become <jf such small importance that it could not, in its 
present state, have been acquired by natural selection,—a 
j)Ower which acts solely by the preservation of profitable 
variations in the struggle for life. 

Natural selection will produce nothing in one species for 
the exclusive good or injury of another; though it may well 
produce parts, organs, and excretions highly useful or even 
indispensable, or highly injurious to another species, but in 
all cases at the same time useful to the owner. Natural 
selection in each well-stocked country, must act chiefly through 
the competition of the inhabitants one with another, and 
consequently will produce perfection, or strength in the battle 
for life, only according to the standard of that country. Hence 
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the inhabitants of one country, generally the smaller one, 
will often yield, as we see they do yield, to the inhabitants 
of another and generally larger country! For in the larger 
country there will have existed more individuals, and more 
diversified forms, and the competition will have been severer, 
and thus the standard of perfection will have been rendered 
higher. Natural selection will not pecessarily produce absolute 
perfection; nor, as far as we can judge by our limited faculties, 
can absolute perfection be^verywhere found. 

On the theory of natural selection we can clearly understand 
the full meaning of that old can<wi in natural history, “Natura 
non facit saltuin.” This canon, if wc look only to the present 
inhabitants of the world, is not strictly correct, but if we 
include all those of past times, it must by my theory be 
strictly true. 

It is generally acknowledged that all organic beings have 
been formed on two great laws—Unity of Type, and the 
Conditions of Existence. By unity of type is meant that 
fundamental agreement in structure, which we see in organic 
beings of the same class, and which is quite independent of 
their, habits of life. On my theory, unity of type is explained 
by unity of descent. The expression of conditions of existence, 
so often insisted on by the illustrious Cuvier, is fully embraced 
by the principle of natural selection. For natural selection 
acts by either now adapting the varying parts of each being 
to its organic and inorganic conditions of life; or by having 
adapk-cd them during long-past periods of time; the adapta¬ 
tions being aided in some cases by use and disuse, being 
slightly aflected by the direct action of the external conditions 
of life, and being in all cases subjected to the several laws 
of growth, ^ience, in fact, the law of the Coadillod^T'OT 
FLxistence is the higher law; as it includes, through the 
inheritance of former adaptations, that of Unity of Type. 



CHAPTER ^Vll. 


Instinct. 

Instincts comparable with habits, but different in their origin—Instincts 
graduated—Aphides and ants—Instincts variable—Domestic instincts, 
their origin—Natural instincts of the cuckoo, ostrich, and parasitic 
bees — slave-making ants—Ilive-bee, its cell-making instinct — 
Difficulties on the theory of the Natural Selection of instincts— 
Neuter or sterile insects—Summary. 

The subject of instinct might have been worked into the 
previous chapters ; but I have thought that it would be more 
convenient to treat the subject separately, especially ps so 
wonderful an instinct as that of the hive-bee making its cells 
will probably have occurred to many readers, as a dilfficulty 
sufficient to overthrow my whole theory. I must premise, that 
I have nothing to do with the origin of the primary mental 
powers, any more than I have with that of life itself, AVe are 
concerned only with the diversities of instinct and di the 
other mental qualities of animals within the same class. 

1 will not attempt any definition of instinct. It would be 
easy to show that several distinct mental actions are commonly 
"curursfeuclU/by this term; but every one understands what is 
meant, when it is said that instinct impels the cuckoo to 
' migrate and to lay her eggs in other birds' nest. An action, 
which we ourselves should require experience to enable us 
to perform, when performed by an animal, more especially 
by a very young one, without any experience, and when 
performed by many individuals in the same way, without their 
knowing for what purpose it is performed, is usually said to 
be instinct ive. But I could show that none of these characters 
of instinct are universal. A little dose, as Pierre Huber 
expresses it, of judgment or reason, often comes into play, 
even in animals very low in the scale of nature. 

Frederick Cuvier and several of the older metaphysicians 
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I _ 

have compared instinct with habit This comparison gives, 

I think, a remarkably accurate notion of the frame of mind 
under whith an instinctive action is performed, but not of 
its origin. How unconsciously many habitual actions are 
performed, indeed not rarely in direct opposition to our 
conscious will! yet they may be modified by the will or 
reason. Habits easily become assdtiated with other habits, 
and with certain periods of time and states of the body. When 
once acquired, they often •remain constant throughout life. 
Several other points of resemblance between instincts and 
habits could be pointed out. As in repeating a well-known 
song, so in instincts, one action follows another by a sort 
of rhythm ; if a person be interrupted in a song, or in 
repeating anything by rote, he is generally forced to go back 
to recover the habitual train of thought: so P. Huber found 
it was with a caterpillar, which makes a very complicated 
hammock j for if he took a caterpillar which had completed 
its hammock up to, say, the sixth stage of construction, and 
put it into a hammock completed up only to the third stage, 
the caterpillar simply re-performed the fourth, fifth, and sixth 
stages-of construction. If, however, a caterpillar were taken 
out of a hammock made up, for instance, to the third stage, 
and were put into one finished up to the sixth stage, so that 
much of its work was already done for it, far from feeling 
the benefit of this, it was much embarrasseS, and, in order 
to complete its hammock, seemed forced to start from the 
third siage, where it had left off, and thus tried to complete 
the already finished work. 

If we suppOc;e any habitual action to become inherited— 
and I think it can be shown that this does sometimes hapausi. 
—then the resemblance between what originally was^a habit 
and an instinct becomes so close as not to be distinguished. 
If Mozart, instead of playing the pianoforte at three years 
old with wonderfully little practice, had played a tune with 
no practice at all, he might truly be said to have done so 
instinctively. But it would be the most serious error to 
suppose that the greater number of instincts have been acquired 
by habit in one generation, and then transmitted by inheritance 
to succeeding generations. It can be clearly shown that the 
most wonderful instincts with which we are acquainted, namely, 
those of the hive-bee and of many ants, could not possibly 
have been thus acquired. 

It will be universally admitted that instincts are as important 
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as corporeal structure for the welfare of each species, under 
its present conditions of life. Under changed conditions of 
life, it is at least possible that slight modifications of instinct 
might be profitable to a species; and if it can be shown that 
instincts do vaiy ever so little, then I can see no difficulty 
in natural selection preserving and continually accumulating 
variations of instinct to- any extent that may be profitable. 
It is thus, as I believe, that all the most cqmplex and 
wonderful instincts have originated. As modifications of 
corporeal structure arise from, and are increased by, use or 
habit and are diminished' or lost by disuse, so I do not 
doubt it has been with instincts. But I believe that the 
effects of habit are of quite subordinate importance to the 
effects of the natural selection of what may be called accidental 
variations of instincts;—that is of variations produced by 
the same unknown causes wliich produce slight deviations of 
bodily structure. 

No complex instinct can possibly be produced through 
natural selection, except by the slow and gradual accumulation 
of numerous, slight, yet profitable, variations. Hence, as in 
the case of corporeal structures, we ought to find in .-nature, 
not the actual transitional gradations by which each complex 
instinct has been acquired—for these could be found only 
in the lineal ancestors of each species—but we ought to find 
in the collateral lines of descent some evidence of such 
gradations ] or we ought at least to be able to sh*. v that 
gradations of some kind are possible; and this we Certainly 
can do. I have been surprised to find, making allowance 
for the instincts of animals having been but little observed 
.except in Europe and North America, and for no instinct 
"Being ,^nown amongst extinct species, hov^ very generally 
gradations, leading to the most complex instincts, can be 
discovered. 'I'he canon of “ Natura non facit saltum” applies 
with almost equal force to instincts as to bodily organs. 
Changes of instinct may sometimes be facilitated by the same 
species having different instincts at different periods of life, 
or at different seasons of the year, or when placed under 
different circumstances, &c.; in which case either one or 
the otuer instinct might be preserved by natural selection. 
And such instances of diversity of instinct in the same species 
can be shown to occur in nature. 

Agrin as in the case of corporeal structure, and conformably 
with my theory, the instinct of each species is good for itself, 
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but has never, as far as we can judge, been produced for the 
exclusive good of others. One of the strongest instances of 
an animal #apparently performing an action for the sole good 
of another, with which I am acquainted, is that of aphides 
voluntarily yielding their sweet excretion to ants : that they 
do so voluntarily, the following facts show. I removed all the 
ants from a group of about a dozen^aphides on a dock-plant, 
and prevented their attendance during several hours. After 
this interval, I felt sure thatjthe aphides would want to excrete. 
I watched them for some time through a lens, but not one 
excreted; I then tickled and stroked them with a hair in 
the same manner, as well as I could, as the ants do with their 
antennje; but not one excreted. Afterwards I allowed an 
ant to visit them, and it immediately seemed, by its eager 
way of running about, to be well aware what a rich flock it 
had discovered; it then began to play with its antennae on 
the abdomen first of one aphis and then of another ; and each 
aphis, as soon as it felt the antenna:, immediately lifted up 
its abdomen and excreted a limpid drop of sw^eet juice, which 
was eagerly devoured by the ant. Even the quiet young 
aphid§'i behaved in this manner, showing that the action was 
instinctive, and not the result of experience. But as the 
exerfAion is extremely viscid, it is probably a convenience 
to the aphides to have it removed; and therefore probably 
tbj aphides do not instinctively excrete for the sole good 
of the ants. Although I do not believe that any animal in 
the wc.ld performs an action for the exclusive good of another 
of a distinct species, yet each species tries to take advantage 
of the instincts of others, as each takes advantage of tlie 
weaker bodily structure of others. So again, in some few 
cases, certain ^instincts cannot be considered as ai)soluiciy 
perfect; but as details on this and other such points are 
not indispensable, they may be here passed over. 

As some degree of variation in instincts under a state of 
nature, and the inheritance of such variations, are indispensable 
for the action of natural selection, as many instances as possible 
ought to have been here given; but want of 5pacc prevents 
me. I can only assert, that instincv certainly do vary—for 
instance, the migratory instinct, both 1.. “xtent and direction, 
and in its total loss. So it is with the 'ts of birds, which 
vary partly in dependence on the situatiu chosen, and on 
the nature and temperature of the country inhabited, but often 
from causes wholly unknown to us: Audubon has given 
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several remarkable cases of differences in nests of the same 
species in the northern and southern United States. Fear 
of any particular enemy is certainly an instinctive^ quality, as 
may be seen in nestling birds, though it is strengthened by 
experience, and by the sight of fear of the same enemy in 
other animals. But fear of man is slowly acquired, as I 
have elsewhere shown, by various animals inhabiting desert 
islands; and we may see an instance of this, even int England, 
in the greater wildness of all «ur large birds than of our 
small birds ; for the large birds have been most persecuted 
by man. We may safely^ attribute the greater wildness of 
our large birds to this cause; for in uninhabited islands large 
birds are not more fearful than small; and the magpie, so 
wary in England, is tame in Norway, as is the hooded crow 
in Egypt. 

Thai the general disposition of individuals of the same 
species, born in a state of nature, is extremely diversified, 
can be shown by a multitude of f^acts. Several cases also, 
could be given, of occasional and strange habits in certain 
species, which might, if advantageous to the species, give 
rise, through natural selection, to quite new instincts. But 
I am well aware that these general statements, without facts 
given in detail, can produce but a feeble effect on the reader's 
mind. I can only repeat my assurance, that 1 do not speak 
without good evidence. 

The possibility, or even probability, of inherited variations 
of instinct in a state of nature will be strengthened bf briefly 
considering a few cases under domestication. We shall thus 
also be enabled to see the respective parts which habit and 
the selection or so-called accidental variations have played 
inTlrodifying the mental qualities of our domestic animals. 
A number of curious and authentic instances could be given 
of the inheritance of all shades of disposition and tastes, and 
likewise of the oddest tricks, associated with certain frames 
of mind or periods of time. But let us look to the familiar 
case of the several breeds of dogs : it cannot be doubted that 
young pointers (I have myself seen a striking instance) will 
sometimes point and even back other dogs the very first time 
that they are taken out; retrieving is certainly in some degree 
inherited by retrievers; and a tendency to run round, instead 
of at, a flock of sheep, by shepherd-dogs. I cannot see that 
these actions, performed without experience by the young, 
and in nearly the same manner by each individual, performed 
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with eager delight by each breed, and without the end being 
known,—for the young pointer can no more know that he 
points to aid his master, than the white butterfly knows why 
she lays her eggs on the leaf of the cabbage,—I capnot see 
that these actions differ essentially from true instincts. If 
we were to see one kind of wolf, when young and without 
any training, as soon as it scented it»prey, stand motionless 
like a statue, and then slowly crawl forward with a peculiar 
gait; and another kind of wolf rushing round, instead of 
at, a herd of deer, and driving them to a distant point, we 
should assuredly call these actionf instinctive. Domestic 
instincts, as they may be cal? "id, are certainly far less fixed 
or invariable than natural instincts; but they have been 
acted on by far less rigorous selection, and have been trans¬ 
mitted for an incomparably shorter period, under less fixed 
conditions of life. 

How strongly these domestic instincts, habits, and dis¬ 
positions are inherited, and how curiously they become 
mingled, is well shown when different breeds of dogs are 
crossed. Thus it is known that a cross with a bull-dog has 
affected for many generations the courage and ol)Stinacy of 
greyhounds; and a cross with a greyhound has given to a 
whole family of shepherd-dogs a tendency to hunt hares. 
These domestic instincts, when thus tested by crossing, 
resemble natural instincts, which in a like manner become 
curiously blended together, and for a long period exliibit 
traces of vhe instincts of either parent: for example, Le Roy 
describes a dog, whose great-grandfather was a wolf, and this 
dog show^ed a trace of its wild parentage only in one w'ay, 
by not coining in a straight line to his master when called. 

Domestic instincts are sometimes spoken of as Sfciions 
which have become inherited solely from long-continued and 
compulsory habit, but this, I think, is not true. No one 
would ever have thought of teaching, or probably could have 
taught, the tumbler-pigeon to tumble,—an action ^hich, as 
1 have witnessed, is performed by young birds, that have 
never seen a pigeon tumble. Wc may believe that some one 
pigeon showed a slight tendency to this strange habit, and 
that the long-continued selection of the best individuals in 
successive generations made tumblers what they now are; 
and near Glasgow there are house-tumblers, as I hear from 
Mr. Brent, which cannot fly eighteen inches high without 
I going head over heels. It may be doubted whether any one 
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would have thought of training a dog to point, had not some 
one dog naturally shown a tendency in this line; and this 
is known occasionally to happen, as 1 once sawr in a pure 
terrier. When the first tendency was once displayed, 
methodical selection and the inherited effects of compulsory 
training in each successive generation would soon complete 
the work; and unconsAous selection Is still at work, as each 
man tries to procure, without intending to improve the breed, 
dogs which will stand and hunt l^st. On the other hand, habit 
alone in some cases has sufficed; no animal is more difficult 
to tame than the young of the wild rabbit; scarcely any animal 
is tamer than the young of the tame rabbit; but I do not 
suppose that domestic rabbits have ever been selected for 
tameness; and I presume that we must attribute the whole 
of the inherited change from extreme wildness to extreme 
tameness, simply to habit and long*continued close confinement. 

Natural instincts are lost under domestication; a remark¬ 
able instance of this is seen in those breeds of fowls which 
verj' rarely or never Ijecome “ broody,” that is, never wish 
to sit on their eggs. Familiarity alone prevents our seeing 
how universally and largely the minds of our domestic animals 
liave been modified by domestication. It is scarcely possible 
to doubt that the love of man has become instinctive in the 
dog. All wolves, foxes, jackals, and species of the cat genus, 
when kept tame, are most eager to attack poultry, sheep, and 
pigs; and this tendency has been found incurable in dogs 
which have been brought home as puf>pies from ^:ountries, 
such as Tierra del Fuego and Australia, where the savages 
do not keep these domestic animals. How rarely, on the 
jjl^er hand, do our civilised dogs, even when quite young, 
requii^e to be taught not to attack poultry,.sheep, and pigs! 
No doubt they occasionally do make an attack, and are then 
beaten ; and if not cured, they are destroyed; so that habit, 
with some degree of selection, has probably concurred in 
civilising By inheritance our dogs. On the other hand, young 
chickens have lost, wholly by habit, that fear of the dog and 
cat which no doubt was originally instinctive in them, in the 
same way as it is so plainly instinctive in young pheasants, 
though reared under a hen. It is not that chickens have 
lost all fear, but fear only of dogs and cats, for if the hen 
gives the danger-chuckle, they will run (more especially young 
turkeys) from under her, and conceal themselves in the 
surrounding grass or thickets; and this is evidently done for 
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the instinctive purpose of allowing, as we see in wild ground- 
birds, their mother to fly away. But this instinct retained by 
our chickenrf'has become useless under domestication, for the 
mother-hen has almost lost by disuse the power of flight. 

Hence, we may conclude, that domestic instincts have been 
acquired and natural instincts have been lost partly by habit, 
and partly by man selecting and accumulating during successive 
generations, peculiar mental habits and actions, which at first 
appeared from what we must ifi our ignorance call an accident. 
In some cases compulsory habit alone has sufficed to produce 
such inherited mental changes; in^ other cases compulsory 
habit has done nothing, and all has been the result of 
selection, pursued both methodically and unconsciously; but 
in most cases, probably, habit and selection have acted 
together. 

We shall,-perhaps, best understand how instincts in a state 
of nature have become modified by selection, by considering 
a few cases. I will select only three, out of the several which 
I shall have to discuss in my future work,—namely, the 
instinct which leads the cuckoo to lay her eggs in other birds' 
nests; the slave-making instinct of certain ants; and the 
comb-making power of the hive-bee : these two latter instincts 
have generally, and most justly, been ranked by naturalists 
as the most wonderful of all known instincts. 

It is now commonly admitted that the more immediate and 
final cause of the cuckoo's instinct is, that she lays her eggs, 
not daily, but at intervals of two or three days; so that, if 
she were to make her own nest and sit on her own eggs, those 
first laid would have to be left for some time unincubated, 
or there would be eggs and young birds of different ages in 
the same nest. If this were the case, the process of laying 
and hatching might be inconveniently long, more especially^ 
as she has to migrate at a very early period; and the first 
hatched young would probably have to be fed by the male 
alone. But the American cuckoo is in this predicament; for 
she makes her own nest and has eggs and young successively 
hatched, all at the same time. It has been asserted that the 
American cuckoo occasionally lays her eggs in other birds* 
nests; but I hear on the high authority of Dr. Brewer, that 
this is a mistake. Nevertheless, I could give several instances 
of various birds which have been known occasionally to lay 
their eggs in other birds’ nests. Now let us suppose that the 
ancient progenitor of our European cuckoo had the habits of 
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the American cuckoo ; but that occasionally she laid an egg 
in another bird’s nest. If the old bird profited by this 
occasional habit, or if the young were made rflore vigorous 
by advantage having been taken of the mistaken maternal 
instinct of another bird, than by their own mother’s care, 
encumbered as she can hardly fail to be by having eggs and 
young of different age*« at the same time; then the old birds 
or the fostered young would gain an advantage. And analogy 
would lead me to believe, that* the young thus reared would 
be apt to follow by inheritance the occasional and aberrant 
habit of their mother, ai'd in their turn would be apt to lay 
their eggs in other birds’ nests, and thus be successful in 
rearing their young. By a continued process of this nature, 

I believe that the strange instinct of our cuckoo could be, and 
has been, generated. I may add that, according to Dr. Gray 
and to some other observers, the European cuckoo has not 
utterly lost all maternal love and care for her own offspring. 

The occasional habit of birds laying their eggs in other 
birds’ nests, either of the same or of a distinct species, is not 
very uncommon with the Gallinaceae; and this perhaps 
explains the origin of a singular instinct in the allied group 
of ostriches. For several hen ostriches, at least in the case 
of the American species, unite and lay first a few eggs in one 
nest and then in another; and these are hatched by the 
males. This‘'instinct may probably be accounted for by the 
fact of the hens laying a large number of eggs; but, as in 
the case of the cuckoo, at intervals of two or tRree days. 
This instinct, however, of the American ostrich has not as 
yet been perfected; for a surprising number of eggs lie 
4 ^rewed over the plains, so that in one day’s hunting 1 picked 
up nd less than twenty lost and wasted eggs. 

Many bees are parasitic, and always lay their eggs in the 
nests of bees of other kinds. This case is more remarkable 
than that of the cuckoo; for these bees have not only their 
instincts but their structure modified in accordance with their 
parasitic habits; for they do not possess the pollen-collecting 
apparatus which would be necessary if they had to store food 
for their own young. Some species, likewise, of Sphegidae 
(wasp-like insects)are parasitic on other species; and M. Fabre 
has lately shown good reason for believing that although the 
Tachytes nigra generally makes its own burrow and stores 
it with paralysed prey for its own larvae to feed on, yet that 
whfen tnis insect finds a burrow already made and stored by 
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another sphex, it takes advantage of the prize, and becomes 
for the occasion parasitic. In this case, as with the supposed 
case of the ci*ckoo, I can see no difficulty in natural selection 
making an occasional habit permanent, if of advantage to the 
species, and if the insect whose nest and stored food are thus 
feloniously appropriated, be not thus exterminated. 

• 

Slave-making instinct ,—This remarkable instinct was first 
discovered in the Formica 4Polyerges) rufescens by Pierre 
Huber, a better observer even than his celebrated father. 
This ant is absolutely dependent on^iis slaves; without their 
aid, the species would certainly become extinct in a single 
year. The males and fertile females do no work. The 
workers or sterile females, though most energetic and courageous 
in capturing slaves, do no other work. They are incapable of 
making their own nests, or of feeding their own larvae. When 
the old nest is found inconvenient, and they have to migrate, 
it is the slaves which determine the migration, and actually 
carry their masters in their jaws. So utterly helpless are the 
masters, that when Huber shut up thirty of them without a 
slave, but with plenty' of the food which they like best, and 
with their larvae and pupse to stimulate them to work, they did 
nothing; they could not even feed themselves, and many 
perished of hunger. Huber then introduced a single slave 
(F. fusca), and she instantly set to work, fed and saved the 
survivors; made some cells and tended the larvae, and put 
all to rig'J’its. What can be more extraordinary than these 
well-ascertained facts? If we had not known of any other 
slave-making ant, it would have been hopeless to have 
speculated how so wonderful an instinct could have been 
perfected. , • 

Formica sanguineawas likewise first discovered by P, Huber 
to be a slave-making ant. This species is found in the 
southern parts of England, and its habits have been attended 
to by Mr. F. Smith, of the British Museum, to whom I am 
much indebted for information on this and other subjects. 
Although fully trusting to the statements of Huber and 
Mr. Smith, 1 tried to approach the subject in a sceptical 
frame of mind, as aAy one may w^ell be excused for doubting 
the truth of so extraordinary and odious an instinct as that 
of making slaves. Hence I will give the observations which 
I have myself made, in some little detail. I opened fourteen 
nests of F. sangiiinea, and found a few slaves in all. Males 
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and fertile females of the slave-species are found only in 
own proper communities, and have never been observ 
the nests of F. sanguinea. The slaves are bjack anc 
above half the size of their red masters, so that the coi 
in their appearance is very great. When the nest is sh 
disturbed, the slaves occasionally come out, and like 
masters are much agitated and defend the nest: wher • 
nest is much disturbed and the larvae and pupaj are exp 
the slaves work energetically their masters in car 

them away to a place of safety. Hence, it is clear, tha 
slaves feel quite at lion;:i. During the months of Junt 
July, on three successive years, I have watched for many . 
several nests in Surrey and Sussex, and never saw a 
either leave or enter a nest. As, during these nionthi 
slaves are very few in number, I thought that they 1 
beliave differently when more numerous; but Mr. Smil 
forms me that he has watched the nests at various hours d 
May, June and August, both in Surrey and Hampshire 
has never seen the slaves, though present in large numl> 
August, eiiher leave or enter the nest. Hence he com 
them as strictly household slaves. The masters, on the 
hand, may be constantly seen bringing in materials fo 
nest, and food of all kinds. During the present year, how 
in the month of July, 1 came across a community wit 
unusually large stock of slaves, and I observed a few s 
mingled with their masters leaving the nest, and man 
along the same road to a tall Scotch fir-tree, twenty five 
distant, which they ascended together, probably in sean 
aphides or cocci. According to Huber, who had ample o 
tunities for observation, in Switzerland the slaves habit 
^H.'orkr with their masters in making the nests, and they : 
open and close the doors in the morning and evening; 
as Huber expressly states, their principal office is to s< 
for aphides. This difference in the usual habits of the mr 
and slaves in the two countries, probably depends mere 
the slaves being captured in greater numbers in Switze 
than in England. 

One day 1 fortunately chanced to witness a migration 
one nest to another, and it was a most interesting spec 
to iDehold the masters carefully carrying, as Huber ha. 
scribed, ciieir slaves in their jaws. Another day my atte. 
was struck by about a score of the slave-makers hau 
the same spot, and evidently not in search of food; 
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pproached and were vigorously repulsed by an independent 
ommunity of the slave species (F. fusca); sometimes as 
lany as three of these ants clinging to the legs of the slavc- 
laking F. sanguinea. The latter ruthlessly killed their small 
pponents, and carried their dead bodies as food to their nest, 
wenty-nine yards distant; but they were prevented from 
etting any pupas to rear as slaves I then dug up a small 
>arccl of the pupie of F. fusca from another nest, and put 
hem down on a bare spirt near the place of comb:it; they 
irere eagerly seized, and carried off by the tyrants, who perhaps 
ancicd that, after all, they had f)een victorious in their late 
oinbat. 

At the same time I laid on the same place a small parcel 
•f the pupae of another species, F. flava, with a few of these 
ittle 3 "ellow ants still clinging to the fragments of the nest, 
."his species is sometimes, though rarely, made into slaves, 
s 'has been described by Mr. Smith. Although so small a 
pecies, it is very courageous, and 1 have seen it ferociously 
ttack other ants. In one instance 1 found to my surprise 
n independent community of F. flava under a stone beneath 
neat of the slave-making F. sanguinea; and when I had 
ccidcntally disturbed both nests, the little ants attacked their 
ig neighbours with surprising courage. Now I was curious 
3 ascertain whether F. sanguinea could distinguish the pupae 
f F. fusca, which they habitually make into Slaves, from those 
f the little and furious F. flava, which they rarely capture, 
ad it’ was evident that they did at once distinguish them : 
>r we have seen that they eagerly and instantly seized the 
ipai of F. fusca, whereas they were much terrified when 
ey came across the pupie, or even the earth from the nest 
F. flava, and quickly ran away; but in about a quarter of 
i hour, shortly after all the little yellow ants had crawled 
i^ay, they took heart and carried off the pupae. 

One evening I visited another community of F. sanguinea, 
d found a number of these ants entering their nest, carrying 
e dead bodies of F. fusca (showing that it was not a 
gration) and numerous pupas, I traced the returning file 
.rthened with booty, for about forty yards, to a very thick 
unp of heath, whence I saw the last individual of F. sanguinea 
erge, carrying a pupa; but I was not able to find the 
>olated nest in the thick heath. The nest, however, must 
■ /e been close at hand, for two or three individuals of 
fusca were rushing about in the greatest agitation, a^d one 

12 
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was perched motionless with its own pupa in its mouth on 
the top of a spray of heath over its ravaged home. 

Such are ihe facts, though they did not need confirmation 
by me, in regard to the wonderful instinct of making slaves. 
Let it be observed what a contrast the instinctive habits of 
F. sanguinca present with those of the F. rufcscens. The 
latter does not build its own nest, does not determine its own 
migrations, does not collect food for itself or its yoi^ng, and 
cannot even feed itself: it is absolutely dependent on its 
numerous slaves. Formica sanguinea, on the other hand, 
possesses much fewer slaves, and in the early part of the 
summer extremely few. The masters determine when and 
where a new nest shall bo formed, and when they migrate, 
the masters carry the slaves. Both in Switzerland and 
England the slaves seem to have the exclusive care of the 
larvae, and the masters alone go on slave-making expeditions. 
In Switzerland the slaves and masters work together, making 
and bringing materials for the nest: both, but chiefly the 
slaves, tend, and milk as it may be called, their aphides ; and 
thus both collect food for the community. In England the 
masters alone usually leave the nest to collect building materials 
and food for themselves, their slaves and larvae. So that the 
masters in this country receive much less service from theii 
slaves than they do in Switzerland. 

By what steps the instinct of F, sanguinea originated I will 
not pretend to conjecture. But as ants, which are not slave- 
makers, will, as 1 have seen, carry off pupaj of other species, 
if scattered near their nests, it is possible that pupae originally 
stored as food might become developed; and the ants thus 
unintentionally reared would then follow their proper instincts, 
an^ do* what work they could. If their presence proved 
useful to the species which had seized them—if it were more 
advantageous to this species to capture workers than to 
procreate them—the habit of collecting pupaj originally for 
food might by natural selection be strengthened and rendered 
permanent for the very different purpose of raising slaves. 
When the instinct was once acquired, if carried out to a much 
less extent even than in our British F. sanguinea, which, as we 
have seen, is less aided by its slaves than the same species in 
Switzerland, I can see no difficulty in natural selection increasing 
and modifying the instinct—always supposing each modification 
to be of use to the species—until an ant was formed as 
abjectly dependent on its slaves as is the F'ormica rufcscens. 
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Cell-making instinct of the Hive-Bce .—I will not here enter 
on minute details on this subject, but will merely give an 
outline of^hc conclusions at which I have arrived. He must 
be a dull man who can examine the exquisite structure of a 
comb, so beautifully adapted to its end, without enthusiastic 
admiration. We hear from mathematicians that bees have 
practically solved a recondite problem, and have made their 
cells of the proper shape to hold the greatest possible amount 
of honey, witli the least poKible consumption of precious wax 
in their construction. It has been remarked that a skilful 
workman, with fitting tools and rifeasures, would find it very 
difficult to make cells of wax of the true form, though this 
is perfectly effected by a crowd of bees working in a dark hive. 
Grant whatever instincts you please, and it seems at first quite 
inconceivable how they can make all the necessary angles and 
planes, or even ])orccive when they are correctly made. I3ut 
the difficulty is not nearly so great as it at first appears: all 
this beautiful work can be shown, I think, to follow from a 
few very simple instincts. 

I was led to investigate this subject by Mr. Waterhouse, 
who has shown that the form of the cell stands in close 
relation to the presence of adjoining cells; and the following 
view may, perhaps, be considered only as a modification of 
his tlieory. Let us look to the great principle of gradation, 
and see whether Nature does not reveal Uf us her method 
of work. At one end of a short series we have humble-bees, 
which use their old cocoons to hold honej', sometimes adding 
to them short tubes of wax, and likewise making separate and 
very irregular rounded cells of wax. At the other end of the 
senes we have the cells of the hive-bee, placed in a double 
layer: each cell, as is well known, is an hexagonal prffem, with 
the basal edges of its six sides bevelled so as to join on 
to a pyramid, formed of three rhombs. These rhombs have 
certain angles, and the three which form the pyramidal base 
of a single cell on one side of the comb, enter into the com¬ 
position of the basis of three adjoining cells on the opposite 
side. In the series between the extreme perfection of the 
cells of the hive-bee and the simplicity of those of the humble- 
bee, we have the cells of the Mexican Melipona domestica, 
carefully described and figured by Pierre Huber. The 
Melipona itself is intermediate in structure between the hive 
and humble bee, but more nearly related to the later: it forms 
a lu^arly regular waxen comb of cylindrical cells, in which the 
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young are hatched, and, in addition, some large cells of wax 
for holding honey. These latter cells aie nearly spherical and 
of nearly equal sizes, and are aggregated into anirregfllar mass. 
But the important point to notice, is that these cells are always 
made at that degree of nearness to each other, that they would 
have intersected or broken into each other, if the spheres had 
been completed ; but this is never permitted, the bees building 
perfectly flat walls of wax between the spheres which thus 
lend to intersect. Hence each A:ell consists of an outer 
spherical portion and of two, three, or more perfectly flat 
surfaces, according as the tell adjoins two, three*, or more 
other cells. When one cell comes into contact with three 
other cells, which, from the spheres being nearly of the same 
size, is very frequently and necessarily the case, the three flat 
surfaces are united into a pyramid; and this pyramid, as 
Huber has remarked, is manifestly a gross imitation of the 
three-sided pyramidal basis of the cell of the hive-bee. As 
in the cells of the hive-bee, so here, the three plane surfaces 
in any one cell necessarily enter into the construction of three 
adjoining cells. It is obvious that the Melipona saves wax by 
this manner of building; for the flat walls between the adjoin¬ 
ing cells are not double, but are of the same thickness as the 
outer spherical portions, and yet each flat portion forms a 
part of two cells. 

Reflecting on this case, it occurred to me that if the 
Melipona had made its spheres at some given distance from 
each other, and had made them of equal sizes and had 
arranged them symmetrically in a double layer, the resulting 
structure would probably have been as perfect as the coml) 
of the hive-bee. Accordingly I wrote to Professor Miller, of 
Cai^rid^e, and this geometer has kindly read ever the follow¬ 
ing statement, drawn up from his information, and tells me 
that it is strictly correct:— 

If a number of equal spheres be described with their centres 
placed in two parallel layers; with the centre of each sphere 
at the distance of radius x 2, or radius x 1*41421 (or 
at some lesser distance), from the centres of the six surround¬ 
ing spheres in the same layer; and at the same distance from 
the centres of the adjoining spheres in the other and parallel 
layer; then, if planes of intersection between the several 
spheres in both layers be formed, there will result a double 
layer of hexagonal prisms united together by pyramidal bases 
foimed of three rhombs ; and the rhombs and the sides of 
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the hexagonal prisms will have every angle identically the 
same with the best measurements which have been made of 
the cells if the hive-bee. 

Hence we may safely conclude that if we could slightly 
modify the instincts already possessed by the Mclipona, and 
in themselves not very wonderful, this bee would make a 
structure as wonderfully perfect as that of the hive-bee. Wc 
must suppose the Mehpona to make her cells truly spherical, 
and of equal sizes ; and ^lis would not be very surprising, 
seeing that she already does so to a certain extent, and 
seeing what perfectly cylindricai burrows in wood many 
insects can make, apparently by turning round on a fixed 
point. We must suppose the Melipona to arrange her cells 
m level layers, as she already does her cylindrical cells ; and 
we must further suppose, and this is the greatest difficulty, 
that she can somehow judge accurately at what distance to 
stand from her fellow-labourers when several are making their 
spheres ; but she is already so far enabled to judge of distance, 
that she always describes her spheres so as to intersect largely; 
and then she unites the points of incersection by perfectly 
Hat surfaces. We have further to suppose, but this is no 
dilficufty, that after hexagonal prisms have been formed by 
tlie intersection of adjoining spheres in the same layer, she 
can prolong the hexagon to any length requisite to hold the 
stock of honey ; in the same way as the rude humble-bee 
adds cylinders of wax to the circular mouths of her old 
cocoors. By such modifications of instincts in themselves 
not very wonderful,—hardly more wonderful than those which 
guide a bird to make its nest,—I believe that the hive-bee 
has acquired, through natural selection, her inimitable archi¬ 
tectural powers. • 

But this theory can be‘tested by experiment. Following 
the example of Mr. 'regetmeier, I separated two combs, and 
put between them a long, thick, square strip of wax : the bees 
instantly began to excavate minute circular pits in it; and 
as they deepened these little pits, they made them wider 
and wider until they were cor^verted into shallow basins, 
appearing to the eye perfectly true or parts of a sphere, 
and of about the diameter of a cell. It was most interesting 
to me to observe that wherever several bees had begun to 
excavate these basins near together, they had begun their 
work at such a distance from each other, that by the time 
the basins had acquired the above stated width (J.e^ about 
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the width of an ordinary cell), and were in depth about one 
sixth of the diameter of the sphere of which they formed a 
part, the rims of the basins intersected or broke dnto each 
other. As soon as this occurred, the bees ceased to excavate 
and began to build up flat walls of wax on the lines of 
intersection between the basins, so that each hexagonal prism 
was built upon the festooned edge of a smooth basin, instead 
of on the straight edges of a three-sided pyramid a^ in the 
case of ordinary cells. ^ 

I then put into the hive, instead of a thick, square piece of 
wax, a thin and narrow, knife-edged ridge, coloured with 
vermilion. 'J'he bees instantly began on botli sides to excavate 
little l)asins near to each other, in the same way as before; 
but the ridge of wax was so thin, that the bottoms of the 
basins, if they had been excavated to the same depth as in 
the former experiment, would have broken into each other 
from the opposite sides. The bees, however, did not suffer 
this to happen, and they stopped their excavations in due 
time; so that the basins, as soon as they had been a little 
deepened, came to have flat bottoms ; and tlicse flat bottoms, 
formed by thin little plates of the vermilion wax having l)ecn 
left ungnawed, were situated, as far as the eye could judge, 
exactly along the planes of imaginary intersection between the 
basins on the opposite sides of the ridge of wax. In parts, 
only little bits, in other parts, large portions of a rhombic 
plate had been left between the opposed basins, but the work, 
from tlie unnatural state of things, had not been neatiy per¬ 
formed. The bees must have worked at very nearly the same 
rate on tl'ie opposite sides of the ridge of vermilion wax, as 
they circularly gnawed away and deepened the basins on both 
sides, in order to have succeeded in thus leaving flat plates 
between the basins, by stopping wovk along the intermediate 
planes or planes of intersection. 

Considering how flexible thin Avax is, I do not see that 
there is any difficulty in the bees, whilst at work on the two 
sides of a strip of wax, perceiving when they have gnawed the 
wax away to the proper thipness, and then stopping their 
work. In ordinary combs it has appeared to me that the 
bees do nc.t always succeed in working at exactly the same 
rate from the oi)posite sides; for I have noticed half-completed 
rhombs at the base of a just-commenced cell, which were 
iilightly concave on one side, where I suppose that the bees 
havl exca\nled too quickly, and convex on the opposed side, 
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where the bees had worked less quickly. In one well-marked 
instance, I put the comb back into the hive, and allowed the 
bees to gft on working for a short time, and again examined 
the cell, and I found that tlic rhombic plate had been com¬ 
pleted, and had become perfectly flat: it was absolutely 
impossible, from the extreme thinness of the little rhombic 
plate, that they could have effecledt this by gnawing away the 
convex side ; and I suspect that the bees in such cases stand 
in the opposed cells and push and bend the ductile and warm 
wax (which as I have tried is easily done) into its proper inter¬ 
mediate plane, and thus flatten it.* 

From the experiment of the ridge of vermilion wax, w'e can 
clearly see that if the bees were to build for themselves a thin 
wall of wax, they could make their cells of the proper shape, 
Ijy standing at the proper distance from each other, by ex¬ 
cavating at the same rate, and by endeavouring to make equal 
spherical hollow's, but never allowing the spheres to break into 
each other. Now' bees, as may be clearly seen by examining 
the edge of a growing comb, do make a rough, circumferential 
wall or rim all round the comb; and they gnaw into this from 
the opj^osite sides, always working circularly as they deepen 
each cell. 'They do not make the whole three-sided pyramidal 
base of any one cell at the same time, but only the one rhombic 
plate which stands on the extreme growing margin, or the two 
plates, as the case may be ; and they never cdinplete the upper 
edges of the rhombic plates, until the hexagonal w'alls are 
comin'enced. Some of these statements differ from those made 
by the justly celebrated elder Huber, but I am convinced of 
their accuracy; afid if I had space, I could show that they 
are conformable with my theory. 

Huber’s statement that Jthe very first cell is excavated out 
of a little parallel-sided wall of w^ax, is not, as far as I have 
seen, strictly correct; the first commencement having always 
been a little hood of wax; but I will not here enter on these 
details. We see how' important a part exca\ation plays in 
the construction of the cells; but it would be a great error 
to suppose that the bees cannot build up a rough wall of w'ax 
in the proper position—that is, along the plane of intersection 
between two adjoining spheres. 1 have several specimens 
showing clearly that they can do this. Even in the rude 
circumferential rim or wall of wax round a growing comb, 
flexures may sometimes be observ^ed, corresponding in position 
to the planes of the rhombic basal plates of future cells. But 
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the rough wall of wax has in every case to be finished off, 
by being largely gnawed away on both sides. The manner 
in which the bees build is curious; they alway# make the 
first rough wall from ten to twenty times thicker than the 
excessively thin finished wall of the cell, which will ultimately 
be left. Wc shall understand how they work, by supposing 
masons first to pile up a bioad ridge of cement, and then to 
begin cutting it away equally on both sides near th^ ground, 
till a smooth, very thin wall is left in the middle; the masons 
always piling up the cut-aw’ay cement, and adding fresh 
cement, on the summit of'ihe ridge. We shall thus have a 
thin wall steadily growing upward; but always crowned by a 
gigantic coping. From all the cells, both tho.se just commenced 
and those completed, being thus crowmed by a strong coping 
of w’ax, the bees can cluster and crawl over the comb w ithout 
injuring the delicate hexagonal w'alls, w’hich are only about 
one four-hundredth of an inch in thickness; the plates of 
the pyramidal basis being about twice as thick. By this 
singular manner of building, strength is continually given to 
the comb, with the utmost ultimate economy of w’ax. 

It seems at first to add to the difficulty of understanding how' 
the cells are made, that a multitude of bees all work together; 
one bee after w^orking a short time at one cell going to another, 
so that, as Huber has staled, a score of individuals w'ork even 
at the commencement of the first cell. I was able practically 
to show this fact, by covering the edges of the hexagonal walls 
of a single cell, or the extreme margin of the circumferential 
rim of a growing comb, with an extremely thin layer of melted 
vermilion w^ax; and 1 invariably found that the colour was 
most delicately diffused by the bees—as delicately as a painter 
could have done with his brush—by atoms.of the coloured 
w'ax having been taken from the spot on wiiich it had been 
{ilaccd, and w^orked into the growing edges of the cells all 
round. The work of construction seems to be a sort of balance 
struck between many bees, all instinctively standing at the 
same relative distance from each other, all trying to sweep 
equal spheres, and then building up, or leaving ungnaw’cd, the 
planes of intersection betw^een these spheres. It w’as really 
curious to note in cases of difficulty, as when two pieces of 
comb met at an angle, how often the bees would entirely 
pull down and rebuild in different w'ays the same cell, some¬ 
times recurring to a shape which they had at first rejected. 

When bees have a place on which they can stand in their 
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proper positions for working,—for instance, on a slip of wood, 
placed directly under the middle of a comb growing down¬ 
wards so tltat the comb has to be built over one face of the 
slip—in this case the bees can lay the foundations of one 
wall of a new hexagon, in its strictly proper place, projecting 
beyond the other completed colls. It suffices that the bees 
should be enabled to stand at lheir»proper relative distances 
from each other and from the walls of the last completed cells, 
and then, by striking imagitiary spheres, they can build up a 
wall intermediate between two adjoining spheres ; but, as far as 
I have seen, they never gnaw away*and finish off the angles of 
a cell til! a large part both of that cell and of the adjoining 
cells has been built. This capacity in bees of laying down 
under certain circumstances a rough wall in its proper place 
between two just-commenced cells, is important, as it bears 
on a fact, which seems at first quite subversive of the fore¬ 
going theory ; namely, that the cells on the extreme margin 
of wasp-combs are sometimes strickly hexagonal; but I 
have not space here to enter on this subject. Nor does there 
seem to me any great difficulty in a single insect (as in the 
case of. a queen-wasp) making hexagonal cells, if she work 
aUernately on the inside and outside of two or three cells 
commenced at the same time, always standing at the proper 
relative distance from the parts of the cells just begun, 
sweeping spheres or cylinders, and building ^lp intermediate 
planes. It is even conceivable that an insect might, by 
fixing On a [)oint at which to commence a cell, and then 
moving outside, first to one point, and then to five other 
j)oints, at the proptr relative distances from the central point 
and from each other, strike the planes of inteiscction, and so 
make an isolated hexagon :^but 1 am not aware that*^y such 
case has been observed ; nor would any good be derived 
from a single hexagon being built, as in its construction more 
materials would be required than for a cylinder. 

As natural selection acts only by the accumulation of slight 
modifications of structure or instinct, each profitable to the 
individual under its conditions of life, it may reasonably be 
asked, how a long and graduated succession of modified 
architectural instincts, all tending towards the present perfect 
plan of construction, could have profited the progenitors 
of the hive-bee? I think the answer is not difficult: it is 
known that bees are often hard pressed to get sufficient 
nectar; and I am informed by Mr. Tegetmeier that it has 
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been experimentally found that no less than from twelve to 
fifteen pounds of dry sugar are consumed by a hive of bees 
for the secretion of each pound of wax ; so that k prodigious 
quantity of fluid nectar must be collected and consumed 
l)y the bees in a hive for the secretion of the wax necessary 
for the construction of their combs. Moreover, many bees 
have to remain idle f^'r many days during the process of 
secretion. A large store of honey is indispensablct to support 
a large stock of bees during tfie winter; and the security 
of the hive is known mainly to depend on a large number 
of bees being supporte^i. Hence the saving of wax by 
largely saving honey must be a most important element of 
success in any family of bees. Df course the success of 
any species of bee may be dependent on the number of its 
parasites or other enemies, or on quite distinct causes, and 
so be altogether independent of the quantity of honey which 
the bees could collect. But let us suppose that this latter 
circumstance determined, as it probably often does determine, 
the numbers of a humble-bee which could exist in a country; 
and let us further suppose that the community lived through¬ 
out the winter, and consequently required a store ol honey: 
there can in this case be no doubt that it would be an 
advantage to our humble-bee, if a slight modification of her 
instinct led her to make her waxen cells near together, so 
as to interseef a little; for a wall in common even to two 
adjoining cells, would save some little wax. Hence it would 
continually be more and more advantageous to our •'humble- 
bee, if she were to make her cells more and more regular, 
nearer together, and aggregated into a mass, like the cells 
of the Melipona; for in this case a large part of the bounding 
surface* of each cell would serve to bound, other cells, and 
much wax would be saved. Again, from the same course, 
it would be advantageous to the Melipona, if she were to 
make her cells closer together, and more regular in every 
way than at present; for then, as we have seen, the spherical 
surfaces would wholly disappear, and would all be replaced 
by plane surfaces; and the Melipona would make a comb 
as perfect as that of the hive-bee. Beyond this stage of 
perfection in architecture, natural selection could not lead; 
for the comb of the hive-bee, as far as we can see, is 
absolutely perfect in economising wax. 

Thus, as I b^^lieve, the most wonderful of all known 
instincts, that of the hive-bee, can be explained by natural 
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selection having taken advantage of numerous, successive, 
slight n odiiications of simpler instincts; natural selection 
having by dow degrees, more and more perfectly, led the 
Ijees to sweep equal spheres at a given distance from each 
other in a double layer, and to build up and excavate the 
wax along the planes of intersection. The bees, of course, 
no more knowing that they swept ^ their spheres at one 
pani<'ular distance from each other, than they know what 
are tlie several angles of th|; hexagonal prisms and of the 
basal rhombic jtlates. The motive power of the process 
of natural selection having been# economy of wax; th;u 
individual swarm whicli w'asted least honey in the secretioti 
of wax, havii]g succeeded best, and having transmitted by 
inheritance its newly acquired economical instinct to new 
swarms, which in their turn will have had the best chance 
of succeeding in the struggle for existence. 

No doubt many instincts of very difficult explanation 
could be opi)Osed to the theory of natural selection,—cases, 
in which we cannot see how an instinct could possibly have 
originated; cases, in which no intermediate gradations are 
known to exist; cases of instinct of apparently such trifling 
importance, that they could hardly have been acted on by 
natural selection ; cases of instincts almost identically the 
same in animals so remote in the scale of nature, that we 
cannot account for their similarity by inheritance from a 
common parent, and must therefore believe that they have 
been acquired by independent acts of natural selection, 
I will not here enteifc on these several cases, but will confine 
myself to one special difficulty, which at first appeared to 
me insuperable, and actually fatal to my wffiole theory. I 
allude to the neuters or sterile females in insect-communities: 
for these neuters often differ widely in instinct and in structure 
from both the males and fertile females, and yet, from being 
sterile, they cannot propagate ffieir kind. 

The subject \vell de.serves to be discussed at great length, 
but I will here take only a single case, that of working or 
sterile ants. How the workers have been rendered sterile 
is a difficulty ; but not much greater than that of any other 
striking modification of structure; for it can be shown that 
some insects and other articulate animals in a state of 
nature occasionally become sterile; and if such insects 
had been social, and it had been profitable to the 
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community that a number should have been annually 
born capable of work, but incapable of procreation, I can 
see no very great difficulty in this being effected by natural 
selection. But I must pass over this preliminary difficulty. 
The great difficulty lies in the working ants diffeiing widely 
from both the males and the fertile females in structure, 
as in the shape of the thorax and in being destitute of wings 
and sometimes of eyes, and in instinct. As far ^ as instinct 
alone is concerned, the prodigious difference in this respect 
between the workers and the perfect females, would have 
been far better exemplified by the hive-bee. If a w^orking 
ant or other neuter insect had been an animal in the ordinary 
state, I should have unhesitatingly assumed that all its 
characters had been slowly acquired through natural selection ; 
namely, by an individual having been born with some slight 
profitable modification of structure, this being inherited by 
its offspring, which again varied and were again selected, and 
so onwards. But with the working ant we have an insect 
differing greatly from its parents, yet absolutely sterile; so 
that it could never have transmitted successively acquired 
modifications of structure or instinct to its progeny. , It may 
well be asked how is it possible to reconcile this case with the 
theory of natural selection f 

First, let it be remembered that we have innumerable 
instances, both in our domestic productions and in those in 
a state of nature, of all sorts of differences of structure which 
have become correlated to certain ages, and to either sex. 
We have differences correlated not only to one sex, but to 
that short period alone when the reproductive system is active, 
as in the nuptial plumage of many birds, and in the hooked 
jaws of the male salmon. We have even ^slight differences 
in the horns of different breeds of cattle in relation to an 
artificially imperfect state of the male sex; for oxen of certain 
breeds have longer horns than in other breeds, in comparison 
with the horns of the bulls or cows of these same breeds. 
Hence I can see no real difficulty in any character having 
become correlated with the sterile condition of certain 
members of insect-communities : the difficulty lies in under¬ 
standing how such correlated modifications of structure could 
have been slowly accumulated by natural selection. 

This difficulty, though appearing insuperable, is lessened, 
or, as I believe, disappears, when it is remembered that 
selection may be applied to the family, as well as to the 
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individual, and may thus gain the desired end. Thus, a 
well-flavoured vegetable is cooked, and the individual is 
destroyed; •but the horticulturist sows seeds of the same 
stock, and confidently expects to get nearly the same variety ; 
breeders of cattle wish the flesh and fat to be well marbled 
together; the animal has been slaughtered, but the breeder 
goes with confidence to the same fan^ly. I have such faith 
in the powers of selection, that I do not doubt that a breed 
of cattle, always yielding oxcn*^vith extraordinarily long horns, 
could be slowly formed by carefully watching which individual 
bulls and cows, when matched, fJioduced oxen with the 
longest horns; and yet no one ox could ever have propagated 
its kind. Thus I believe it has been with social insects: a 
slight modification of structure, or instinct, correlated with the 
sterile condition of certain members of the community, has 
been advantageous to the community: consequently the 
fertile males and females of the same community flourished, 
and transmitted to their fertile offspring a tendency to pro¬ 
duce sterile members having the same modification. And 
I believe that this process has been repeated, until that pro¬ 
digious ajnount of difference between the fertile and sterile 
females of the same species has been produced, which we see 
in many social insects. 

But we have not as yet touched on the climax of the diffi¬ 
culty ; namely, the fact that the neuters of sevcTal ants differ, 
not only from the fertile females and males, but from each 
other, sometimes to an almost incredible degree, and are 
thus divided into two or even three castes. The castes, more¬ 
over, do not generally graduate into each other, but are 
perfectly well defined; being as distinct from each other, as 
are any two spectes of the same genus, or rather as afty two 
genera of the same family. Thus in Eciton, there are working 
and soldier neuters, with jaws and instincts extraordinarily 
different: in Cryptocerus, the ^vorkers of one caste alone 
carry a wonderful sort of vShield on their heads, the use 01 
which is quite unknown: in the Mexican Myrmecocystus, the 
workers of one caste never leave the nest; they are fed by 
the workers of another caste, and they have an enormously 
developed abdomen which secretes a sort of honey, supplying 
the place of that excreted by the aphides, or the domestic 
cattle as they may be called, which our European ants guard 
or imprison. 

It will indeed be thought that I have an overweening 
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confidence in the principle of natural selection, when I do 
not admit that such wonderful and well-established facts at 
once annihilate my theory. In the simpler cast? of neuter 
insects all of one caste or of the same kind, which have been 
rendered by natural selection, as I believe to be quite possilile, 
different from the fertile males and females,—in this case, we 
may safely conclude frqjn the analogy of ordinary varintions, 
that each successive, slight, profitable modifioalio^i did nut 
probably at first appear in all tfec individual neuters in the 
same nest, but in a few alone; and that by the long-continued 
selection of the fertile patents which produced most neuters 
with the profitable modification, all the neuters ultimately 
came to have the desired character. On this view we ought 
occasionally to find neuter-insects of the same spec'ies, in the 
same nest, presenting gradations of structure; and this we 
do find, even often, considering how few neuier-insecis out 
of Eurocic have been carefully examined. Mr. F. Smith lias 
;hown how .sur[)risingly the neuters of several British ants 
differ from each other in size and sometimes in colour 5 and 
that the extreme forms can someinnes be perfectly linked 
together by individuals taken out of the same nest; I have 
myself compared perfect gradations of this kind. It often 
happens that the larger or the smaller sized workers are the 
most numerous; or that both large and small are numerous, 
with those of* an intermediate size scanty in numbers. 
Formica llava has larger and smaller workers, wuh some of 
intermediate size; and, in this species, as Mr. V. Sf?iith has 
observed, the larger workers have simple eyes (ocelli), which 
though small can be plainly distingu^hed, whereas the 
smaller workers have their ocelli rudimentary. Having care¬ 
fully dia^ected several specimens of these, workers, I can 
affirm tliat the eyes are far more rudimentary in the smaller 
workers than can be accounted for merely by llieir pro¬ 
portionally le.sser size ; and I fully l^elieve, though I dare not 
assert so positively, that the workers of intennediate size have 
their ocelli in an exactly intermediate condition. So that we 
here have ttvo bodies of sterile workers in the same nest, 
differing not only in size, but in their organs of vision, yet 
connected by some few members in an intermediate condition, 
1 may digrt.ss by adding, that if the smaller workers had been 
the rao^r useful to the community, and those males and 
females had been continually selected, w-hich produced more 
and moie of the smaller workers, until all the workers had 
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come to be in this condition; we should then have had a 
species of ant with neuters very nearly in the same condition 
with those Myrmica. For the w’orkers of Myrmica have 
not even rudiments of ocelli, though the male and female 
ants of this genus have well-developed ocelli. 

1 may give one other case : so confidently did I expect to- 
find gradations in important points c/ structure between the 
different castes of neuters in the same species, that 1 gladly 
availed myself of Mr. F. Smith’s offer of numerous specimens 
from the same nest of the driver ant (Anomraa) of West 
Africa. The reader will perlxaps hifst appreciate the amount 
of differenee in these %vorkers, by my giving not the actual 
measurements, but a strictly accurate illustration : the differ¬ 
ence was the same as if we w'ere to see a set of workmen 
building a house of whom many w’ere five feet four inches 
high, and many sixteen feet high ; but we must suppose that 
the larger workmen had heads four instead of three times a& 
big as those of the smaller men, and jaws nearly five times 
as big. The jaws, moreover, of the working ants of the 
several sizes differed wonderfully in shape, and in the form 
and number of the teeth. But the important fact for us is, 
that though the workers can he grouped into castes of different 
sizes, yet they graduate insensibly into each other, as does tht 
widely-different structure of their jaws. I speak confidently 
on this latter point, as Mr. Lubbock made dfawings for me 
wuth the camel a lucida of the jaws which I had dissected from 
the work-'ers of the several sizes. 

\\'ith these fact.s before me, I believe that natural selection, 
by acting on the ftfrtile parents, could form a species which 
should regularly produce neuters, either all of large size with 
one form of jaw, .or all of small size with jaw's having Vwidely 
different structure ; or lastly, and this is our climax of difficulty, 
one set of workers of one size and structure, and simul¬ 
taneously another set of Avorkers of a different size and 
structure ;—a graduated series having been first formed, as in 
the case of the driver ant, and then the extreme forms, from 
being the most useful to the community, having been pro¬ 
duced in greater and greater numbers through the natural 
selection of the parents which generated them; until none 
with an intermediate structure were produced. 

Thus, as I believe, the wonderful fact of two distinctly 
defined castes of sterile workers existing in the same nest,, 
both widely different from each other and from their parents^ 
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has originated. We can see how useful their production 
have been to a social community of insects, on the 
principle that the division of labour is useful to civilised 1 
As ants work by inherited instincts and by inherited too 
weapons, and not by acejuired knowledge and manufact’ 
instruments, a perfect division of labour could be efift 
with them only by the workers being sterile; for had 
been fertile, they would have intercrossed, and their inst . 
and structure would have bet-ome blended. And n; 
has, as 1 believe, effected this admirable division of la 
in the cunimunitics of ants, by the means of natural selec 
But I am bound to confess, that, with all my faith in 
princijjle, I should never have anticipated that na . 
selection could have been efficient in so high a degree, 
not the case of these neuter insects convinced me of the 
I have, therefore, discussed this case, at some little 
wholly insufficient length, in order to show the powc* 
natural selection, and likewise because this is by far the 
serious special difficulty, which my theory lias cncount 
The case, also, is very interesting, as it proves that 
animals, as with plants, any amount of modificatioi 
'structure can be effected by the accumulation of numci 
slight, and as wc must call them accidental, varialions, w 
are in any manner profitable, without exercise or habit he 
come into piky. For no amount of exercise, or habi 
volition, in the utterly sterile members of a community c 
possibly have affected the structure or instincts of \he fr 
members, which alone leave descendants. I am surp 
that no one has advanced this deinonstiative case of n< 
insects, against the well-known doctrine of Lamarck, 

Summary ,—I have endeavoured briefly in this chaptc 
show that the mental qualities of our domestic animals ' 
and that the variations are inherited. Still more briel 
ha\e aUempud to show that instincts vary slightly 
state of nature. No one will dispute that instincts ar 
the highest importance to each animal. Therefore I can 
no CiUculty, under changing conditions of life, in nal 
sclcciiea accumulating slight modifications of instinct to 
extent, in any \iscful direction. In some cases habit or 
and disuse have proliably come into play. 1 do not pret 
that the facts x'n nXxx’s. cXvapvet strengthen 'm any u 
degree my I’neory \ but none of the cases of difficulty, to 
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best of my judgment, annihilate it. On the other hand, the 
fact that instincts are not always absolutely perfect and are 
liable to mistakes;—that no instinct has been produced for 
the exclusive good of other animals, but that each animal 
takes advantage of the instincts of others ;—that the canon in 
natural history, of “natura non facit saltum ” is applicable to 
instincts as well as to corporeal structure, and is plainly ex¬ 
plicable on the foregoing views, but is otherwise inexplicable, 
—all tend to corroborate tht theory of natural selection. 

I’liis theory is, also, strengtherjpd by some few other fads 
in regard to instincts ; as by that common case of closely 
allied, but certainly distinct, species, when inhabiting distant 
parts of the world and living under considerably different 
conditions of life, 3'et often retaining nearly the same instincts. 
For instance, we can understand on the principle of inheri¬ 
tance, how it is that the thrush of South America lines its 
nest with mud, in the same peculiar manner as does our 
British thrush: how it is that the male wrens (Troglodytes) 
:)f North America, build “cock-nests,” to roost in, like the 
nales of our distinct Kitty-wrens,—a habit wholly unlike that 
>f any .other known bird. Finally, it may not be a logical 
leduction, but to my imagination it is far more satisfactory 
o look at such instincts as the young cuckoo ejecting its 
bster-brothers,—ants making slaves,—the l^irvae of ichneu- 
nonidffi feeding within the live bodies of caterpillars,—not as 
pecial^ endowed or created instincts, but as small conse- 
uencdl of one general law, leading to the advancement of all 
rganic beings, namely, multiply, vary, let the strongest live 
nd the weakest (fio. 



CHAPTER VIII. 

(t 

Hyeriuism. 

Di<itinction between the sterility of first crosses and of hybrids— Sterility 
various in degree, not universal, arfeeled by close interbreeding, 
removed by domestication —Laws governing the sterility of bybrids — 
Sterility not a special endowment, but incidciUal on other difTercnces 
—Causes of the sterility of first crosses and of hybrids—rarallelisin 
between the effects of changed conditions of life and crossing— Fertility 
of varieties when crossed and of llitir mongrel ofUpnng not universal 
—ll}ljrulsand mongrels compared independently of their fertility— 
Summary. 


The view generally entertained by naturalists is that species, 
when intercrossed, have been specially endowed with the 
quality of sterility, in order to prevent the confusion of all 
organic forms. This view certainly seems at first probable, for 
species within the same country could hardly have kept 
distinct had they been capable of crossing freely. The 
importance of the fact that hybrids are very generally sterile, 
has, I think, been much underrated by some late writers. On 
the theory of natural selection the case is especially important, 
inasmuch as the sterility of hybrds could not possibly be of 
any advantage to them, and therefore could not have been 
acquired by the continued preservation of successive profitable 
degrees of sterility. I hope, however, to be able to show 
that sterility is not a specially acquired or endowed quality, 
but is incidental on other acquired difTerencos. 

In treating this subject, two classes of facts, to a large 
extent fundamentally different, have generally been confounded 
together; namely, the sterility of two species when first 
crossed, and the sterility of the hybrids produced from them. 

Pure species have of course their organs of reproduction in 
a perfecL condition, yet v/hen intercrossed they produce either 
few’ or no offspring. Hybrids, on the other hand, have their 
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reproductive organs functionally impotent, as may be clearly 
scon in the state of the male element in both plants and 
animals; though the organs themselves are perfect in structure, 
as far as the microscope reveals. In the first case the two 
sexual elements which go to form the embryo are perfect; in 
the second case they are either not at all developed, or are 
itnperfeclly developed. This distinction is important, when 
the cause of the sterility, which is common to the two cases, 
has to be considered. Tire distinction has probably been 
slurred over, owing to the sterility in both cases being looked 
on as a special endowment, befond the province of our 
reasoning i:)0\vcrs. 

I’he fertility of varieties, that is of tlic forms known or 
believed to have descended from* common parents, when 
intercrossed, and likewise the fertility of their mongrel off¬ 
spring, is, on my theory, of equal importance with the sterility 
of species ; for it seems to make a broad and clear distinction 
between varieties and species. 

I'irst, for the sterility of species when crossed and of their 
hybrid offspring. It is impossible to study the several 
memoirs and works of those two conscientious and admirable 
observers, Kolreuler and (lartncr, who almost devoted their 
lives to this subject, without being deeply impressed with 
the high generality of some degree of sterility. Kolreutcr 
makes the rule universal; but then he culs the knot, for 
in ten cases in winch he found two forms, considered by most 
authors’ as distinct species, quite fertile together, he un¬ 
hesitatingly ranks them as varieties. Gartner, also, makes 
the rule e(|ually ifhiversal; and he disputes the entire fertility 
of Kdlreiuer's ten cases. But in these and in many 
other cases, (Jartner is obliged carefully to count tl?e seeds, 
in order to show that there is any degree of sterility. He 
aUvuys comfiares the maximum number of seeds produced 
by two species when crossed and by their hybrid offspring, 
with the average number produced by both pure parent- 
s])ccies in a .slate of nature. But a serious cause of error 
seems to me to be here introduced: a plant to be hybridised 
must be castrated, and, what is often more important, must 
be secluded in order to prevent pollen being brought to it by 
insects from other plants. Nearly all the plants experimentised 
on by Gartner w’cre potted, and apparently were kept in a 
chamber in his house. That these processes are often 
injurious to the fertility of a plant cannot be doubled; for 
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Gartner gives in his table about a score of cases of plants 
which he castrated, and artificially fertilised vrith jheir own 
pollen, and (excluding all cases such as the Leguminosae, in 
which there is an acknowledged difficulty in the manipulation) 
half of these twenty plants had their fertility in some degree 
impaired. Moreover, as Gartner during several years repeatedly 
crossed the primrose and cowslip, which we have such good 
reason to believe to be varieties, and only once >or twice 
succeeded in getting fertile seed;'as he found the common 
red and blue pimpernels ^Anagallis arvensis and ccerulea), 
which the best botanists rank as varieties, absolutely sterile 
together; and as he came to the same conclusion in several 
other analogous cases; it seems to me that we may well be 
permitted to doubt whether many other species are really so 
sterile, when intercrossed, as Gartner believes. 

It is certain, on the one hand, that the sterility of various 
species when crossed is so different in degree and graduates 
aw'ay so insensibly, and, on the other hand, that the fertility 
of pure species is so easily affected by various circumstances, 
that for all practical purposes it is most difficult to say where 
perfect fertility ends and sterility begins. I think no better 
evidence of this can l)e required than that the two most 
experienced observers who have ever lived, namely, Kblreuter 
and Gartner, should have arrived at diametrically opposite 
conclusions in regard to the very same species. It is also 
most instructive to compare—but 1 have not space here to 
enter on details—the evidence advanced by our l)cst bdxanists 
on the question whether certain doubtful forms should be 
ranked as species or varieties, with the evidence from fertility 
adduced by different hybridisers, or by the same author, 
from experiments made during different years. It can thus 
be showm that neither sterility nor fertility affords any clear 
distinction between si)ecies and varieties; but that the 
evidence from tliis source graduates away, and is doubtful in 
the same degree as is the evidence derived from other con¬ 
stitutional and structural differences. 

In regard to the sterility of hybrids in successive genera¬ 
tions ; though Gilrtner was enabled to rear some hybrids, 
carefully guarding them from a cross with cither pure parent, 
for six or .seven, and in one case for ten generations, yet 
he asserts positively that their fertility never increased, but 
generally greatly decreased. I do not doubt that this is 
u.-ually th^ case, and that the fertility often suddenly decreases 
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in the first few generations. Nevertheless I believe that in 
all these experiments the fertility has been diminished by an 
indepencftnt cause, namely, from close interbreeding. I have 
collected so large a body of facts, showing that close inter¬ 
breeding lessens fertility, and, on the other hand, that an 
occasional cross with a distinct individual or variety increases 
fertility, that 1 cannot doubt the correctness of this almost 
universal belief amongst breeders. ^Hybrids are seldom raised 
by experimentalists in gr^at numbers; and as the parent- 
species, or other allied hybrids, generally grow in the same 
garden, the visits of insects must ke carefully prevented during 
the flowering season ; hence hybrids will generally be fertilised 
during each generation by their own individual pollen ; and 
I am convinced that this would be injurious to their fertility, 
already lessoned by their hybrid origin. I am strengthened 
in this conviction by a remarkable statement repeatedly made 
by Cliirtner, namely, that f even the less fertile hybrids be 
anificially fertilised with hybrid pollen of the same kind, their 
fertility, notwithstanding the frequent ill effects of manipulation, 
sometimes decidedly increases, and goes on increasing. Now, 
in artificial fertilisation pollen is as often taken by chance (as 
I know from my own experience) from the anthers of another 
flower, as from the anthers of the flower itself which is to be 
fertilised ; so that a cross between two flowers, though probably 
on the same plant, would be thus effected. • Moreover, when¬ 
ever < omplicated experiments are in progress, so careful an 
ol)Str-er as Gartner would have castrated his hybrids, and this 
would have insured in each generation a cross with the pollen 
from a distinct flower, either from the same plant or from 
another plant of the same hybrid nature. And thus, the strange 
fact of the increase of fertility in the successive -giinerations 
of artificially fertilised hyBrids may, I believe, be accounted 
for by close interbreeding having been avoided. 

Now let us turn to the results arrived at by the third most 
experienced hybridiser, namely, the Hon. and Rev. \V. 
lieibert. He is as emphatic in his conclusion that some 
hybrids are perfectly fertile—as fertile as the pure parent- 
species—as are Kolreuter and Gartner that some degree of 
sterility between distinct species is a universal law of nature. 
He experimentised on some of the very same species as did 
Gartner, 'fhe difference in their results may, I think, be in 
part accounted for by Herbert’s great horticultural skill, and 
by his having hothouses at his command. Of his many 
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important statements I will here give only a single one as an 
example, namely, tliat “every ovule in a pod of Crinuni 
capense fertilised by C. revolutum produced a plarfc, which 
(he says) 1 ne.ver saw to occur in a case of its natural fecunda¬ 
tion” So diat we here have perfect, or even more than 
commonly perfect, fertility in a first cross between two distinct 
species 

'J'his ca-^e of the Crinum feads me to refer to a most) singular 
fact, namely, that there are individual ])Iants, as with certain 
species of Lobelia, and with all the species of the genus 
Hippeastruni, whicli can bcffar more easily fertilised by the 
pollen of another and distinct species, than by their own 
pollen. For these plants have been found to yield seed to 
the pollen of a distinct species, though quite sterile with their 
own pollen, notwithstanding that their own pollen was found 
to be perfectly good, for it fertilised distinct species. So that 
certain individual plants and all the individuals of certain 
species can actually be hybridised mucli more readily than 
they can be self-fertilised ! For instance, a bull) of Hippeastrum 
nulicum produced four flowers; three were fertilised by 
Herbert with their own pollen, and the fourth was sub'^equcntly 
fertilised by the {lollen of a compound hybrid des('cnded from 
three other and distinct species: the result was that “the 
ovaries of the three first flowers soon ceased to grenv, and 
after a few days pewshed entirely, whereas the pod impregnated 
by the pollen of the hybrid made vigorous growth and rnpul 
progress to maturity, and bore good seed, which vegtC^ied 
ficely.'’ In a letter to me, in 1839, Mr. HeiLert told me 
that he had tlien tried the experiment during five years, and 
he continued 10 tiy it during several subsequent years, and 
always the same result. This result hps, also, iiecn 

confirmed by other observers in tlie case of Hiiipea^trum with 
its sub-genera, and in the case of some other genera, as 
Lobelia, Passifiora and Vcrljascum. Although lire plants 
:n these experiments appeared ])crfectly healthy, and although 
both the ovules and pollen of the same flowur w^erc perfectly 
good with respect to other species, yet as they were functiunally 
impeifecl m their mutual self-action, we must infer that the 
pinnts wer * in an unnatural state. Nevertheless these facts 
show on whai slight and mysterious causes the lesser or 
erreater fertility of sjiecies wlien crossed, in comparison with 
the same species vvhen self-fertilised, sometimes depends. 

The practical experiments of horticulturists, though not 
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made with scientific precision, deserve some notice. It is 
notorious in how complicated a manner the species of Pelar¬ 
gonium, ruchsia, Calceolaria, Petunia, Rhododendron, &c., 
have V^een crossed, yet many of these hy\)rids seed freely. For 
instance, Herbert asserts that a hybrid from 'Calceolaria 
integrifolia and plantaginea, species most widely dissimilar in 
general habit, reproduced itself asjjerfcctly as if it had been 
a natural species from the mountains of Chile.” I have taken 
some pains to ascertain tho degree of fertility of some of the 
complex crosses of Rhododendrons, and I am assured that 
many of them are perfectly fBrtile. Mr. C. Noble, for 
instance, informs me that he raises stocks for grafting from a 
hybrid between Rhod. Ponlicum and Catawbiensc, and that 
this hybrid “seeds as freely as it is possible to imagine.” 
Had hybrids, when fairly treated, gone on decreasing in 
fertility in each successive generation, as Gartner believes to 
be the case, the fact would have been notorious to nurserymen. 
Horticulturists raise large beds of the same hybrids, and such 
alone are fairly treated, for by insect agency the several 
individuals of the same hybrid variety are allowed to freely 
cross with each other, and the injurious influence of close 
interbreeding is thus prevented. Any one may readily 
convince himself of the efiliciency of insect-agency by ex¬ 
amining the flowers of the more sterile kinds of hybrid 
rhododendrons, which produce no pollen fdt he will find on 
their stigmas iflenty of pollen brought from other flowers. 

In /egard to animals, much fewer experiments have been 
carefully tried than with plants. If our systematic arrange¬ 
ments can be trusted, that is if the genera of animals are 
as distinct from each other, as are the genera of plants, then 
we may infer that animals,more widely separated Wthe scale 
of nature can be more easily crossed than in the case of 
plants; but the hybrids themselves are, I think, more sterile. 
1 doubt whether any case of a perfectly fertile hybrid animal can 
bo considered as thoroughly well authenticated. It should, how* 
ever, be borne in mind that, owing to few animals breeding freely 
under confinement, few experiments have been fairly tried : 
for instance, the canary-bird has been crossed with nine other 
finches, but as not one of these nine species breeds freely in 
confinement, we have no right to expect that the first crosses 
between them and the canary, or that their hybrids, should 
be i)erfectly fertile. Again, with respect to the fertility in 
successive generations of the more fertile hybrid animals, I 
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hardly know of an instance in which two families of the same 
hybrid have been raised at the same time from different 
parents, so as to avoid the ill effects of close interbreeding. 
On the contrary, brothers and sisters have usually been crossed 
in each successive generation, in oj)position to the constantly 
repeated admonition of every breeder. And in this case, it is 
not at all surprising that^the inherent sterility in the hybrids 
should have gone on increasing. If wc were to act (thus, and 
pair brothers and sisters in the case of any pure animal, which 
from any cause had the least tendency to sterility, tlie breed 
would assuredly be lost in a^Very few generations. 

Although I do not know of any thoroughly well-authenticated 
oases of ])erfectly fertile hybrid animals, I have some reason 
to believe tViat the hybrids from Cervulus vaginalis and 
Reevesii, and from Phasianus colchicus with P. lorquatus and 
with P. versicolor are perfectly fertile. Tlie hybrids from the 
common and Chinese geese (A. cygnoides), species which are 
so different that they are generally ranked in distinct genera, 
have often bred in this country with cither pure parent, and 
in one single instance they have bred ini^r sc. "I’his was 
effected by Mr. Eyton, who raised two hybrids from the same 
parents but from different liatchcs; and from these two 
birds he raised no less than eight hybrids (grandchildren of 
the pure geese) from one nest. In India, however, these 
cross-bred geese' must be far more fertile; for I am assured 
by two eminently capable judges, namely Mr. Elylh and 
Capt. Hutton, that whole flocks of these crossed gt<C;sc are 
kept in various parts of the country; and as they are kept 
for profit, where neither pure parent-species exists, they must 
certainly be highly fertile. 

A dofctrine which originated \\;ith Pallas, has been largely 
accepted by modern naturalists; namely, that most of our 
domestic animals have descended from two or more aboriginal 
i^\yedeSy since commingled by intercrossing. On this view, 
the aboriginal species must either at first have produced quite 
fertile hybrids, or the hybrids must have become in subsequent 
generalions quite fertile under domestication. This latter 
alternative seems to me the most probable, and I am inclined 
lO believe in its truth, although it rests on no direct evidence. 
I believe, for instance, that our dogs have descended from 
several wild stocks; yet, with perhaps the exception of certain 
indigenous domestic dogs of South America, all are quite 
fertde together ; and analogy makes me greatly doubt, whether 
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the several aboriginal species would at first have freely bred 
together |nd have produced quite fertile hybrids. So again 
there is reason to believe that our European and the humped 
Indian cattle are quite fertile together; but from facts 
communicated to me by Mr. Blyth, I think they must be 
coM'.ulercd as distinct species. On this view of the origin 
of many of our domestic animals^ we must either givr^ uj) 
the belief of tlie almost universal sterility of dfstinct species 
of animals when crossed ;*or we must look at sterility, not 
as an indelil>le characteristic, but as one capable of being 
removed by domestication. ^ 

Finally, locjking to all the ascertained facts on the inter¬ 
crossing of plants and animals, it may be concluded that 
some degree of sterility, both in first crosses and in hybrids, 
is an extremely general result; but that it cannot, under our 
present state of knowledge, be considered as absolutely 
universal. 

Lmvs governing the Sterility of first Crosses a?id of Hybrids. 
—^Ve will now consider a little more in detail the circum¬ 
stances and rules governing the sterility of first crosses and 
of hybrids. Our chief object will be to see whether or not 
the rules indicate that species have specially been endowed 
with this quality, in order to prevent their crossing and 
blending together in utter confusion. The following rules and 
conclusions are chiefly drawn up from Gartner’s admirable 
work bn the hybridisation of plants. I have taken much 
pains to ascertain how far the rules apply to animals, and 
consVlering how Scanty our knowledge is in regard to hybrid 
animals, 1 have been surprised to find how generally the same 
rules apply to both kingdoms. 

It has been already remarked, that the degree of fertility, 
both of crosses and of hybrids, graduates from zero to 
perfect fertility. It is surprising in how many curious ways 
this gradation can shown to exist; but only the barest 
outline of the facts can here be given. When pollen from 
a plant of one family is placed on the stigma of a plant of a 
distinct family, it exerts no more influence than so much 
inorganic dust. From this absolute zero of fertility, the 
pollen of different species of the same genus applied to the 
stigma of some one species, yields a perfect gradation in 
the number of seeds produced, up to nearly complete or even 
quite complete fertility; and, as we have seen, in certain 
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abnormal cases, even to an excess of fertility, beyond that 
which the plant's own pollen will produce. So in hybrids 
themselves, there are some which never have proauced, and 
probably never would produce, even with the pollen of either 
pure parent, a single fertile seed: but in some of these cases 
a first trace of fertility may be detected, by the pollen of one 
of the pure parent-specie*' causing the flower of the hybrid to 
wither earlier than it otherwise would have done{ and the 
early withering of the flower is well known to be a sign of 
incipient fertilisation. From this extreme degree of sterility 
we have self-fertilised hybrfds producing a greater and greater 
number of seeds up to perfect fertility. 

Hybrids from two species which are very difficult to cross, 
and which rarely produce any offspring, are generally very 
sterile j but the parallelism between the difficulty of making 
a first cross, and the sterility of the hybrids thus produced— 
tw^o classes of facts which are generally confounded togetliLr 
—is by no means strict. There are many cases, in which 
two pure species can be united with unusual facility, and 
produce numerous hybrid-offspring, yet these hybrids are 
remarkably sterile. On the other hand, there arc species 
which can be crossed very rarely, or with extreme difficulty, 
but the hybrids, whe^ at last produced, are very fertile. 
Even w'ithin the limits of the same genus, for instance in 
Dianthus, these‘two opposite cases occur. 

The fertility, both of first crosses and of hybritls, is more 
easily affected by unfavourable conditions, than is the •fertility 
of pure species, liut the degree of fertility is likewise 
innately variable • for it is not always the same when the 
same two species are crossed under the same circumstances, 
but dep‘ends in part upon the constitution of the individuals 
which happen to have been chosen for the experiment. So 
it is with hybrid^ fur their degree of fertility is often found 
to differ greatly in the several individuals raised from seed 
out of the same capsule and exposed to exactly the same 
conditions. 

By the term systematic affinity is meant, the resemblance 
between species in structure and in constitution, more 
^.specially in the structure uf parts which are of high physio¬ 
logical in*j)ortance and which differ little in the allied species. 
Now the fertility of first crosses between species, and of the 
hybrids^ produced from them, is largely governed by their 
syt^cmatic affinity. This is clearly shown by hybrids never 
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having been raised between species ranked by systematists in 
distinct families; and on the other hand, by very closely 
allied speciefe generally uniting with facility. But the corres¬ 
pondence between systematic affinity and the facility of 
crossing is Ijy no means strict. A multitude of cases could 
be given of very closely allied species which w'ill not unite, 
or only with extreme difficulty; anc^ on the other hand of 
very distinct species which unite with the utmost facility. 
In the same family there may be.a genus, as Dianthus, in 
which very many species can most readily be crossed ; and 
another genus, as Silene, in which tHt most persevering efforts 
liave fai'^'d to [jroduce between extremely close species a 
single hybrid. Kven within the limits of the same genus, we 
meet with this same difference ; for instance, the many species 
of Ni( otiana have been more largely crossed than the species of 
almost any other genus ; but Gartner found that N. acuminata, 
which is not a particularly distinct species, obstinately failed 
to fertilise, or to be fertilised by, no less than eight other 
species of Nicotiana. Very many analogous facts could be 
given. 

No one has been able to point out what kind, or what 
aniOLint, of difference in any recognisable character is sufficient 
to jirevent two species crossing. It can Jpe shown that plants 
most widely different in habit and general ajipearance, and 
having strongly marked differences in every parf of the flower, 
evt'n in the p^dlen, in the fruit, and in the cotyledons, can 
be crossfd. Annual and perennial plants, deciduous and 
evergreen trees, plants inhabiting dilferent stations and fitted 
for extremely diTer^nt climates, can often be crossed with 
ease. 

By a reciprocal cross between two species, I me 3 n the 
case, for instance, of a stolli()n-horse being first crossed with 
a female-ass, and then a male-ass with a mare : these two 
species may then be said to have been reciprocally crossed. 
^J'lierc is often the widest possible difference in the facility 
of making reciprocal crosses. Such cases are highly important, 
for they j)rove that the capacity in any two species to cross 
is often completely independent of their systematic affinity, 
or of any recognisal)le difference in their whole organisation. 
On the other hand, these cases clearly show that the caj)acity 
for crossing is connected with constitutional differences 
iin[)erceplible by us, and confined to the reproductive system. 
This difference in the result of reciprocal crosses between 
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the same two species was long ago observed by Kdlreuter. 
To give an instance : Mirabilis jalappa can easily be fertilised 
by the pollen of M. longiflora, and the hybrids thifc produced 
are sufficiently fertile; but Kdlreuter tried more than two 
hundred times, during eight following years, to fertilise 
reciprocally M. longiflora with the pollen of M. jalappa, and 
utterly failed. Several ^ther equally striking cases could be 
given. Thuret has observed the same fact with gerlain sea¬ 
weeds or Fuci. Gartner, moreover, found that this difference 
of facility in making reciprocal crosses is extremely common 
in a lesser degree. He iftis observed it even between forms 
so closely related (as Matthiola annua and glabra) that many 
botanists rank them only as varieties. It is also a remarkable 
fact, that hybrids raised from reciprocal crosses, though of 
course compounded of the very same two species, the one 
species having first been used as the father and then as the 
mother, generally differ in fertility in a small, and occasionally 
in a high degree. 

Several other singular rules could be given from Gartner: 
for instance, some species have a remarkable power of crossing 
with other species ; other species of the same genus have a 
remarkable power of impressing their likeness on their hybrid 
offspring; but these two pow'crs do not at all necessarily go 
together. There are Certain hybrids which instead of having, 
as is usual, aA intermediate character between their two 
parents, always closely resemble one of them; and such 
hybrids, though externally so like one of their pur# parent- 
species, are w'ith rare exceptions extremely sterile. So again 
amongst hybrids which are usually intermediate in structure 
between their parents, exceptional and abnormal individuals 
sometifnes are born, which closely resemble one of their pure 
parents; and these hybrids are almost always utterly sterile, 
even wdien the other hybrids raised from seed from the same 
capsule have a considerable degree of fertility. These facts 
show how completely fertility in the hybrid is independent 
of its external resemblance to either pure parent. 

Considering the several rules now' given, which govern the 
fertility of first crosses and of hybrids, we see that when 
forms, which must be considered as good and distinct species, 
are united, their fertility graduates from zero to perfect fertility, 
or even to fertility under certain conditions in excess. 
That *heir fertility, besides being eminently susceptible to 
favourable and unfavourable conditions, is innately variable. 
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That it is by no means always the same in degree in the 
first cross agd in the hybrids produced from this cross. That 
the fertility of hybrids is not related to the degree in which 
they resemble in external appearance either parent. And 
lastly, that the facility of making a first cross between any 
two species is not always governed by their systematic affinity 
or degree of resemblance to each othor. This latter statement 
is clearly proved by reciprocal crosses between the same two 
species, for according as the one species or the other is 
used as the father or the mother, there is generally some differ¬ 
ence, and occasionally the widest possible difference, in the 
facility of effecting an union. The hybrids, moreover, produced 
from reciprocal crosses often differ in fertility. 

Now do these complex and singular rules indicate that 
species have been endowed with sterility simply to prevent 
their l)ecoming confounded in nature? I think not. For 
why should the sterility be so extremely different in degree, 
when various species are crossed, all of which we must suppose 
it would be equally important to keep from blending together? 
Why should the degree of sterility be innately variable in the 
individuals of the same species? Why should some species 
cross with facility, and yet produce very sterile hybrids; and 
other species cross with extreme difficulty, and yet produce 
fairly fertile hybrids? Why should there often be so great 
a difference in the result of a reciprocal cross between the 
same two species? Why, it may even be asked, has the 
production of hybrids been permitted? to grant to species 
the special power of producing hybrids, and then to stop 
their further propagation by different degrees of sterility, not 
strictly related to the facility of the first union between their 
parents, seems to be a strange arrangement ' ’ 

'rhe foregoing rules and facts, on the other hand, appear 
Lo me clearly to indicate that the sterility both of first crosses 
and of hybrids is simply incidental or dependent on unknown 
differences, chiefly in the reproductive systems, of the species 
which are crossed. The differences being of so peculiar and 
limited a nature, that, in reciprocal crosses between two 
species the male sexual element of the one \vill often freely 
act on the female sexual element of the other, but not in 
a reversed direction. It will be advisable to explain a little 
more fully by an example what I mean by sterility being 
incidental on other differences, and not a specially endowed 
quality. As the capacity of one plant to be grafted or budded 
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on another is so entirely unimportant for its welfare in a 
'State of nature, 1 presume that no one will suppo!j.e that this 
capacity is a specially endowed quality, but will admit that 
it is incidental on differences in the laws of growth of the 
two plants. \Vc can sometimes see the reason why one tree 
will not take on another, from differences in their rate of 
growth, in the Iiardness^of their wood, in the period of the 
flow or nature of their sap, &c.; but in a multitude of cases 
we can assign no reason whatever. Great diversity in the 
size of two plants, one l)eing woody and the other herbaceous, 
one being evergreen and tne other deciduous, and ada[)talion 
to widely different climates, does not always prevent the two 
grafting together. As in hybridisation, so with grafting, the 
capacity is limited by systematic aflinity, for no one has l/Cen 
able to graft trees together belonging to quite distinct fixmilies; 
and, on the other hand, closely allied species, and varieties 
of the snine species, can usually, but not invariably, be grafted 
with case. IJut this capacity, as in hybridisation, is by no 
means absolutely governed by systematic affinity. Although 
many distinct genera within the same family have been grafted 
together, in other cases species of the same genus will not 
take on each other. The pear can be grafted far more readily 
on the quince, which is ranked as a distinct genus, tlian on 
the apple, which is a member of the same genus. Even 
different varieties of the pear take with different degrees of 
facility on the quinces so do different varieties of tlie apricot 
and peach on certain varieties of the plum. • 

As Gartner found that there was sometimes an innate 
difference in different individuals of the* same two species 
in crossing: so Sagaret believes this to Ije tlic case with 
different individuals of the same^two species in being grafted 
together. As in reciprocal crosses, the facility of effecting 
an union is often very far from equal, so it sometimes is in 
grafting; the common gooseberry, for instance, cannot be 
grafted on the currant, whereas the current will take, though 
with difticuUy, on the gooseberry. 

We h^^e seen that the sterility of hybrids, which have 
their reproductive organs in an imperfect condition, is a very 
different - ase from the difficulty of uniting two pure species, 
which have their reproductive organs perfect; yet these two 
distinct cases run to a certain extent parallel. Something 
ahalogous occurs in grafting; for Thouin found that three 
species of Robinia, which seeded freely on their own roots, 
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and which could be grafted with no great difficulty on another 
species, thus grafted were rendered barren. On 

the other nand, certain species of Sorbus, when grafted on- 
other species, yielded twice as much fruit as when on their 
own roots. We are reminded by this latter fact of the extra¬ 
ordinary case of Hippeastrum, Lobelia, &c., which seeded 
much more freely when fertilised w'ith the pollen of distinct 
species, than wlien self-fertilised with their own pollen. 

We thus see, that although there is a clear and fundamental 
diffcTcnce between the mere adhesion of grafted stocks, and 
the union of the male and female elements in the act of 
rcprodiiclion, yet that there is a rude degree of parallelism in 
the results of grafting and of crossing distinct species. And 
as we must look at the curious and complex laws governing 
the facility with whicli trees can be grafted on each other as 
incidental or unknown diiTerences in their vegetative systems, 
so I believe that the still more complex laws governing the 
facility of first crosses, are. incidental on unknown differences, 
chiefly in their reproductive systems. These differences, 
in both cases, follow to a certain extent, as might have been 
e\iK'Cted, systematic affinity, by which every kind of resem¬ 
blance and dissimilarity between organic beings is attemjited 
to be expressed. The facts by no means seem to me to 
indicate that the greater or lesser difficulty of either grafting 
or crossing together various species has been a special endow¬ 
ment; although in the case of crossing, the difficulty is as 
importafit for the endurance and stability of specific forms, 
as in the case of grafting it is unimportant for their Avelfare. 

Canses of ihe Sttrilify of first Crosses and of Hybrids ,— 
We may now look a little ^closer at the probalile causes of 
the sterility of first crosses and of hybrids. These two cases 
are fundamentally different, for, as just remarked, in the 
union of two ))ure species the male and female sexual elements 
are j)erfect, whereas in hybrids they are imperfect Even in 
first crosses, the greater or lesser difficulty in effecting a 
union apparently depends on several distinct causes. There 
must sometimes be a physical impossibility in the male 
element reaching the ovule, as would be the case with a plant 
Having a pistil too long for the pollen-tubes to reach the 
ovarium. It has also been observed that when pollen of one 
species is placed on the stigma of a distantly allied species, 
though the pollen-lubes protrude, they do not penetrate the 
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stigmatic ^rface. Again, the male element may reach ' 
female element, but be incapable of causing an^ embryc 
be developed, as seems to have been the case with st 
of '['hurct’s experiments on Fuci. No explanation can 
given of these facts, any more than why certain trees car 
be grafted on others. Lastly, an embryo may be develoj' 
and then perish at an< early period. This latter altcrna 
has not been sufficiently attended to; but I believe, fi 
obscivations cominunicaicd to me by Mr, Hewitt, who * 
had great experience in hybridising gallinaceous birds, 1 
the early death of the embryo is a very frequent cause 
sterility in first crosses. I was at first very unwilling to beli 
in tins view; as hybrids, when once born, are gener 
healthy and long-lived, as we see the case of the comi 
mule. Hybrids, however, are dilTerently circumstanced be 
and after birlli: when born and living in a countiy wl 
their two parents can live, they are generally ])lared ur 
suitable conditions of life. But>a hybrid partakes of C' 
half of the nature and constitution of its mother, and th 
fore before birth, as long as it is nourished within its moth 
womb or wiiliin the egg or seed produced by the mothe 
may be exposed to conditions in some degree unsuita 
and consequently be liable to perish at an early [>eriod ; n 
especially as a]l very young beings seem eminently sensi' 
to injurious or unnatural conditions of life. 

In regard to the sterility of hybrids, in which the se: 
elements are imperfectly developed, the case is very differ 
I have more than once alluded to a large body of fa 
which I have collected, showing that when animals and pi; 
are rcrr\ovcd from their natural conditions, they are extren 
liable to have their rcproductivt; systems seriously affec 
This, in fact, is the great bar to the domestication of aniir 
Between the stciility thus superinduced and that of hybi 
there are many points of similarity. In both cases 
sterility is independent of general health, and is o 
accompanied by excess of size or great luxuriance. In t 
cases, the sterility occurs in various degrees ; in both, - 
male element is the most liable to be affected; hut sometii 
thefcmal ' more than the male. In both, the tendency f 
to a cerulii extent with systematic affinity, for whole gro * 
of animals and plants are rendered impotent by the si 
unnatural conditions ; and whole groups of species tpnd 
produce sterile hybrids. On the other hand, one spcciei^ 
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group will sometimes resist great changes of conditions 
ith unimpaired fertility; and certain species in a group 
ill produce unusually fertile hybrids. No one can tell, 
11 he tries, whether any particular animal will breed under 
^nfinement or any plant seed freely under culture; nor 
n he tell, till he tries, whether any two species of a 
:nus will produce more or less sterile hybrids. Lastly, 
"len organic beings are placed duflng several generations 
idcr conditions not natural to them, they are extremely 
ible to vary, which is due, as I believe, to their reproductive 
stems having been specially affected, though in a lesser 
!gree than when sterility ens^ues. So it is with hybrids, for 
’brids in successive generations are eminently liable to vary, 

' every experimentalist has observed. 

Thus we see that when organic beings are placed under 
‘W and unnatural conditions, and when hybrids are produced 
' the unnatural crossing of two species, the reproductive 
stem, independently of the general state of health, is affected 
' sterility in a very similhr manner. In the one case, the 
•nditions of life have been disturbed, though often in so 
ght a degree as to be inappreciable by us; in the other 
ML', or that of hybrids, the external conditions have remained 
,e same, but the organisation has been disturbed by two 
fferent structures and constitutions having been blended 
.0 one. For it is scarcely possible that two organisations 
ould be compounded into one, without some disturbance 
currin^in the development, or periodical action, or mutual 
’.arion of the different parts and organs one to another, or 
the conditions qf life. When hybrids are able to breed 
ter they transmit to their offspring from generation to 
neration the same compounded organisation, and •hence 
; need not be surprised that their sterility, though in some 
gree variable, rarely diminishes. 

It must, however, be confessed that we cannot understand, 
cepting on vague hypotheses, several facts with respect to 
■ ,e sierility of hybrids; for instance, the unequal fertility of 
■ bnd-s produced from reciprocal crosses; or the increased 
1 .'rility in those hybrids which occasionally and exceptionally 
' semble closely either pure parent. Nor do I pretend that 
': e foregoing remail's go to the root of the matter: no 
planation is offered vvhy an organism, when placed under 
• inatural conditions, is ren^^red sterile. All that I have 
rtempted to show, is that iiv^wo cases, in some respects 

14 
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allied, sterility is the common result,—in the one case from the 
conditions of life having been disturbed, in the other case from 
the organisation having been disturbed by two organisations 
having been compounded into one. 

It may seem fanciful, buc I suspect that a similar parallelism 
extends to an allied yet very different class of facts. It is an 
old and almost univers^ belief, founded, I think, on a con¬ 
siderable body of evidence, that slight changes in the^conditions 
of life are beneficial to all living things. We see this acted 
on by farmers and gardeners in their frequent exchanges of 
seed, tubers, &c., from 6ne soil or climate to another, and 
back again. During the convalescence of animals, we plainly 
see that great benefit is derived from almost any change in 
the habits of life. Again, both with plants and animals, there 
is abundant evidence, that a cross between very distinct 
individuals of the same species, that is between members 
of different strains or sub-breeds, gives vigour and fertility 
to the offspring. I believe, indeet^ from the facts alluded to 
in our fourth chapter, that a certain amount of crossing is 
indispensable even with hermaphrodites ; and that close inter¬ 
breeding continued during several generations between the 
nearest relations, especially if these be kept under the sanu* 
conditions of life, always induces weakness and sterility in 
the progeny. 

Hence it seems that, on the one hand, slight changes in 
the conditions of life benefit all organic beings, and on the 
other hand, that slight crosses, that is crosses between the 
males and females of the same species which have varied 
and become slightly different, give vigour and fertility to 
the offspring, but we have seen that greater changes, or 
change^ of a i)articu]ar nature, often render organic beings in 
some degree sterile ; and that greater crosses, that is crosses 
between males and females which have become widely or 
specifically different, produce hybrids which are generally 
sterile in some degree. I cannot persuade myself that this 
parallelism is an accident or an illusion. Both series of facts 
seem to be connected together by some common hut unknown 
bond, which is essentially related to the principle of life. 

Fertibty of Varieties when crossed^ and of their Mongrel 
offspring .—may be urged, as a most forcible argument, that 
there must be some essential distinction between sjxicies 
and varieties, and that there must be some error in all the 
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foregoing remarks, inasmuch as varieties, however much they 
may differ from each other in external appearance, cross with 
perfect faSility, and yield perfectly fertile offspring. I fully 
admit that this is almost invariably the case. But if we look 
to varieties produced under nature, we are immediately in¬ 
volved in hopeless difficulties; for if two hitherto reputed 
varieties be found in any degree sterile together, they are at 
once ranked by most naturalists as species. For instance, the 
blue and red pimpernel, the primrose and cowslip, which are 
considered by many of our best botanists as varieties, are said 
by Gartner not to be quite fertile when crossed, and he con¬ 
sequently ranks them as undoubted species. If we thus argue 
in a circle, the fertility of all varieties produced under nature 
will assuredly have to be granted. 

If we turn to varieties, produced, or supposed to have been 
produced, under domestication, we are still involved in doubt. 
For when it is stated, for instance, that the German Spitz dog 
uniter more easily than other dogs with foxes, or that certain 
South American iridigenoiTfe domestic dogs do not readily cross 
with European dogs, the explanation which will occur to every 
one, and probably the true one, is that these dogs have 
descended from several aboriginally distinct species. Never¬ 
theless the perfect fertility of so many domestic varieties, 
differing widely from each other in appearance, for instance 
of the pigeon or of the cabbage, is a remarkable fact; more 
especially when we reflect how many species there are, which, 
though ,resembling each other most closely, are utterly sterile 
when intercrossed. Several considerations, however, render 
the fertility of doryestic varieties less remarkable than at first 
appears. It can, in the first place, be clearly shown that mere 
external dissimilarity between two species does not dcjtermine 
their greater or lesser degree of sterility when crossed ; and 
we may apply the same rule to domestic varieties. In the 
second place, some eminent naturalists believe that a long 
course of domestication tends to eliminate sterility in the 
successive generations of hybrids, which were at first only 
slightly sterile; and if this be so, we surely ought not to expect 
to find sterility both appearing and disappearing under nearly 
the same conditions of life. Lastly, and this seems to me by 
far the most important consideration, new races of animals 
and plants are produced under domestication by man's metho¬ 
dical and unconscious power of selection, for his own use 
and pleasure : he neither wishes to select, nor could select 
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slight differences in the reproductive system, or other con¬ 
stitutional differences correlated with the reproductive system. 
He ^supplies his several varieties with the same f6od ; treats 
them in nearly the same manner, and does not wish to alter 
their general habits of life. Nature acts uniformly and slowly 
during vast periods of time on the whole organisation, in any 
way which may be for each creature^s own good ; and thus 
she may, either directly, br more probably indirectly, ^hrough 
correlation, modify the reproductive system in the several 
descendants from any one species. Seeing this difference in 
the process of selection, as) carried on by man and nature, we 
need not be surprised at some difference in the result. 

I have as yet spoken as if the varieties of the same species 
were invariably fertile when intercrossed. But it seems to me 
impossible to resist the evidence of the existence of a certain 
amount of sterility in the few following cases, which I will 
briefly abstract. The evidence is at least as good as that 
from which we believe in the sterility of a multitude of species. 
The evidence is, also, derived from hostile witnesses, who in 
all other cases consider fertility and sterility as safe criterions 
of specific distinction, Gartner kept during several years a 
dwarf kind of maize with yellow seeds, and a tall variety with 
red seeds, growing near each other in his gaiden; and although 
these plants have separated sexes, they never naturally crossed. 
He then fertilised thiueen flowers of the one with the pollen 
of the other; but only a single head produced any seed, and 
this one head produced only five grains, Manipu*lation in 
this case could not have been injurious, as the plants have 
separated sexes. No one, I believe, has sv.spected that these 
varieties of maize are distinct species; and it is important to 
notice ckai the h>brid plants thus raised were themselves 
perfectly fertile; so that even Garther did not venture to con¬ 
sider the two variei'cs as specifically distinct. 

Girou de Luzaieingues ciossed three varieties of gourd, 
which like the maize has separated sexes, and he asserts that 
their mutual fertilisation is by so much the less easy as their 
differences are greater. How far these cxpciiments may be 
trusted, 1 know^ not; but the forms ex])erirnentised on, are 
ranked by Sagaret, who mainly founds his classification by 
the lest o( infertility, as varieties. 

The following case is far more remarkalile, and seei^is at 
first quite incredilfle; but it is the result of an astonishing 
number ot ex[»eiinients made during many years of nine 
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species of Verbascum, by so good an observer and so hostile 
a witness, as Gartner: namely, that yellow and white varieties 
of the same species of Verbascum when intercrossed produce 
less seed, than do either coloured varieties when fertilised with 
pollen from their own coloured flowers. Moreover, he asserts 
that when yellow and white varieties of one species are crossed 
with yellow and white varieties of a distinct species, more seed 
is produced by the crosses between t^ie same coloured flowers, 
than between those which are differently coloured. Yet these 
varieties of Verbascum present no other difference besides the 
mere colour of the flower; and on(? variety can sometimes be 
raised from the seed of the other. 

From observations which I have made on certain varieties 
of hollyhock, I am inclined to suspect that they present 
analogous facts. 

Kolreuter, whose accuracy has been confirmed by every 
subsequent observer, has proved the remarkable fact, that one 
variety of the common tobacco is more fertile, when crossed 
with a widely distinct species, than are the other varieties. 
He experimentised on five forms, which are commonly re¬ 
puted to be varieties, and which he tested by the severest 
trial, namely, by reciprocal crosses, and he found their mongrel 
offspring perfectly fertile. But one of these five varieties, 
when used either as father or mother, and crossed with the 
Nicotiana glutinosa, always yielded hybrids‘not so sterile as 
those which were produced from the four other varieties when 
crossed^-'vith N. glutinosa. Hence the reproductive system 
of this one variety must have been in some manner and in 
some degree modified. 

From these fixrts; from the great difficulty of ascertaining 
the infertility of varieties in a stale of nature, for a* supposed 
variety if infertile in any degree would generally be ranked as 
species; from man selecting only external characters in the 
production of the most distinct domestic varieties, and from 
not wishing or l)eing able to produce reconn’iie and functional 
differences in the reproductive system ; from these several 
considerations and facts, 1 do not think that the very general 
fertility of varieties can be proved to be of universal occurrence, 
or to form a tiindnmental distinction between varieties and 
species. The general fertility of varieties does not seem to 
me sufficient to overthrow the view which 1 have taken with 
respect to the very general, but not invariable, sterility of 
first crosses and of hybrids, namely, that it is not a special 
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endowment, but is incidental on slowly acquired modifications, 
more especially in the reproductive systems of the forms 
which are crossed. ^ 

Hybrids and Mongrels compared^ independently of their 
fertility .—Independently of the question of fertility, the off¬ 
spring of species when crossed and of varieties when crossed 
may be compared in several other respects. Gartner, whose 
strong wish was to draw a marked line of distinction between 
species and varieties, could find very few and, as it seems to 
me, quite unimportant differences between the so-called hybrid 
offspring of species, and the so-called mongrel offspring of 
varieties. And, on the other hand, they agree most closely 
in very many important respects. 

I shall here discuss this subject with extreme brevity. 
The most important distinction is, that in the first generation 
mongrels are more variable than hybrids; but Gartner admits 
that hybrids from species which have long been cultivated are 
often variable in the first generation; and I have myself seen 
striking instances of this fact. Gartner further admits that 
hybrids between very closely allied species are more variable 
than those from very distinct species ; and this shows that the 
difference in the degree of variability graduates away. When 
mongrels and the more fertile hybrids are propagated for 
several generations an extreme amount of variability in their 
offspring is notorious; but some few cases both of hybrids 
and mongrels long retaining uniformity of character jsould be 
given. The variability, however, in the successive generations 
of mongrels is, perhaps, greater than in hybrids. 

This greater variability of mongrels than of hybrids does not 
seem to* me at all surprising. For the parents of mongrels are 
varieties, and mostly domestic vaAeties (very few experiments 
having been tried on natural varieties), and this implies in 
most cases that there has been recent variability; and there¬ 
fore we might expect that such variability would often continue 
and be superadded to that arising from the mere act of cross¬ 
ing, The slight degree of variability in hybrids from the 
first cross or in the first generation, in contrast with their 
extreme variability in the succeeding generations, is a curious 
fact and deserves attention. For it bears on and corroborates 
the view which I have taken on the cause of ordinary vari¬ 
ability ; namely, that it is due to the reproductive system being 
eminently sensitive to any change in the conditions of life, 
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being thus often rendered either impotent or at least incapable 
of its pro^r function of producing offspring identical with the 
parent-form. Now hybrids in the first generation are de¬ 
scended from species (excluding those long cultivated) which 
have not had their reproductive systems in any way affected, 
and they are not variable; but hybrids themselves have their 
reproductive systems seriously affectgd, and their descendants 
are highly variable. 

But to return to our comparison of mongrels and hybrids : 
Gartner states that mongrels are more liable than hybrids to 
revert to either parent-form; but tifis, if it be true, is certainly 
only a difference in degree. Gartner further insists that when 
any two species, although most closely allied to each other, 
are crossed with a third species, the hybrids are widely 
different from each other; whereas if two very distinct varieties 
of one species are crossed with another species, the hybrids 
do not differ much. »But this conclusion, as far as I can 
make out, is founded on a single experiment; and seems 
directly opposed to the results of several experiments made 
by Kolreuter. 

These alone are the unimportant differences, which Gartner 
is able to point out, between hybrid and mongrel plants. On 
the other hand, the resemblance in mongrels and in hybrids 
to their respective parents, more especially in hybrids produced 
from nearly related species, follows according to Gartner the 
same laws. When two species are crossed, one has sometimes 
a prepo»,fent power of impressing its likeness on the hybrid; 
and so I believe it to be with varieties of plants. With animals 
one variety certi.iftly often has this prepotent power over 
another variety. Hybrid plants produced from a reciprocal 
cross, generally resemble e^ch other closely; and sd ft is with 
mongrels from a reciprocal cross. Both hybrids and mongrels 
can be reduced to either pure parent-form, by repeated crosses 
in successive generations with either parent. 

These several remarks are apparently applicable to animals; 
but the subject is here excessively complicated, partly owing 
to the existence of secondary sexual characters; but more 
especially owing to prepotency in transmitting likeness running 
more strongly in one sex than in the other, both when one 
species is ciossed with another, and when one variety is 
crofised with another variety. For instance, I think those 
authors are right, who maintain that the ass has a prepotent 
power over the horse, so that both the mule and the hinny 
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more resemble the ass than the horse ; but that the prepotency 
runs more strongly in the male-ass than in the female, so that 
the mule, which is the offspring of the mak-ass and mare, is 
more like an ass, than is the hinny, which Js the offspring of 
the female-ass and stallion. 

Much stress has been laid by some authors on the supposed 
fact, that mongrel animals alone are born closely like one of 
their parents; but it can be shown that this does sonjetimes 
occur with hybrids; yet I grant much less frequently with 
hybrids than with mongrels. Looking to the cases which I 
have collected of cross-br^ animals closely resembling one 
l)arent, the resemblances seem chiefly confined to characters 
almost monstrous in their nature, and which have suddenly 
appeared—such as albinism, melanism, deficiency of tail or 
horns, or additional fingers and toes; and do not relate to 
characters which have been slowly acquired by selection. 
Consequently, sudden reversions to the perfect character of 
either parent would l)e more likely^ to occur with mongrels, 
which are descended from varieties often suddenly produced 
and semi-monstrous in character, than with hybrids, which are 
descended from species slowly and naturally produced. On 
the whole I entirely, agree writh Dr. Prosper Lucas, who, after 
arranging an enormous body of facts with respect to animals, 
comes to the conclusion, that the laws of resemblance of the 
child to its parehts are the same, whether the two parents 
differ much or little from each other, namely in the union of 
individuals of the same variety, or of different varrtPdes, or 
of distinct species. 

Laying aside the question of fertility and sterility, in all 
other respects there seems to be a general and close similarity 
in the diT^pring of crossed species^ and of crossed varieties. 
If we look at species as having been specially created, and 
at varieties as having been produced by secondary laws, this 
similarity would be an astonishing fact. I 3 ut it harmonises 
perfectly with the view that there is no essential distinction 
between species and varieties. 

Summary of Chapter ,—First crosses between forms suffi¬ 
ciently distijiCt to be ranked as species, and their hybrids, arc 
very generally, but not universally, sterile. The sterility is of 
all degrees, and is often so slight that the two most careful 
experimentalists who have ever lived, have come to diametric¬ 
ally opposite conclusions in ranking forms by this test. The 
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sterility is innately variable in individuals of the same species, 
and is eminently susceptible of favourable and unfavourable 
conditions/ The degree of sterility does not strictly follow 
systematic affinity, but is governed by several curious and 
complex laws. It is generally different, and sometimes widely 
different, in reciprocal crosses between the same two species. 
It is not always equal in degree in first cross and in the 
hybrid produced from this cross. 

In the same manner as in grafting trees, the capacity of one 
species or variety to take on another, is incidental or generally 
unknown differences in their vegetat^c systems, so in crossing, 
the greater or less facility of one species to unite with another, 
is incidental on unknown differences in their reproductive 
systems. There is no more reason to think that species have 
been specially endowed with various degrees of sterility to 
prevent them crossing and blending in nature, than to think 
that trees have been specially endowed with various and some- 
w'hat analogous degrees of difficulty in being grafted together 
in order to prevent them becoming inarched in our forests. 

The sterility of first crosses between pure species, which 
have their reproductive systems perfect, seems to depend on 
several circumstances ; in some cases largely on the early 
death of the embryo, 'fhe sterility of hybrids, which have 
their reproductive s) stems imperfect, and which have had 
this system and their whole organisation disttirbed by being 
compounded of two distinct species, seems closely allied 
to that ''^erility which so frequently affects pure species, 
when their natural conditions of life have been disturbed. 
This view is supported by a parallelism of another kind :— 
namely, that the crossing of forms only slightly different is 
fitvourable to the vigour and fertility of their offspring; and 
that slight clianges in the "conditions of life are apparently 
favoural>le to the vigour and fertility of all organic beings. It 
is not surprising that the degree of difficulty in uniting two 
species, and the degree of sterility of their hybrid-offspring 
shouki generally correspond, though due to distinct causes; 
for both depend on the amount of difference of some kind 
between the species which are crossed. Nor is it surprising 
that the facility of effecting a first cross, the ferti)it> of the 
hybrids produced, and the capacity of being grafted together— 
though this latter capacity evidently depends on widely 
different circumstances—should all run, to a certain extent, 
parallel with the systematic affinity of the forms which are 
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subjected to experiment; for systematic affinity attempts to 
express all kinds of resemblance between all specv?s. 

First crosses between forms known to be varieties, or 
sufficiently alike to be considered as varieties, and their 
mongi-el <>ffspring, are very generally, but not quite universally, 
fertile. Nor is this nearly general and perfect fertility 
surprising, when we renvember how liable we are to argue 
in a circle with respect to varieties in a state of mature; 
and when we remember that the greater number of varieties 
have been produced under domestication by the selection of 
mere external differences, and not of differences in the re¬ 
productive system. In all other respects, excluding fertility, 
there is a close general resemblance between hybrids and 
mongrels. Finally, then, the facts briefly given in this chapter 
do not seem to me opposed to, but even rather to support 
the view, that there is no fundamental distinction between 
species and varieties. 



CHAPTER ^X. 

On the Imperfection of the Geological Record. 

On the al)setice of intermediate varieties at the present day— On the nature 
of exLinct intermediate varieties; on their number— On the vast 
lapse of lime, as inferred from the rate of deposition and of denuda¬ 
tion— On the poorness of our pjilaeontolOi»ical collections— On the 
intermitience of geological formations — On the absence of inter¬ 
mediate varieties in any one formation —On the sudden apjiearance 
of groups of species— On their sudden appearance in the lowest 
known fossiliferous strata. 

0 

In the sixth chapter I enumerated the chief objections which 
might be justly urged against the views maintained in this 
volume. Most of them have now been discussed. One, 
namely the distinctness of specific forms, and their not being 
blended together by innumerable transitional links, is a very 
obvious difficulty. I assigned reasons why such links do not 
commonly occur at the present day, under tlie circumstances 
apparently most favouralde for their presence, namely on 
an exteiiiive and continuous area with graduated physical 
condition's. I endeavoured to show, that the life of each 
species depends in*a more important manner on the presence 
of other already defined organic forms, than on climate; and, 
therefore, that the really gtjverning conditions of life*do not 
graduate away quite insensibly like heat or moisture.^ I 
endeavoured, also, to show that intermediate varieties, from 
existing in lesser numbers than the forms which they connect, 
will generally be beaten out and exterminated during the 
course of further modification and improvement. The main 
cause, however, of innumerable intermediate links not now 
occurring everywhere throughout nature depends on the very 
process of natural selection, through which new varieties 
continually take the places of and exterminate their parent- 
forms. But just in proportion as this process of extermination 
has acted on an enormous scale, so must the number of 
intermediate varieties, which have formerly existed on the 
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earth, be truly enormous. Why then is not every geological 
formation and every stratum full of such intermediate links ? 
Geology assuredly does not reveal any such finely graduated 
organic chain; and this, perhaps, is the most obvious and 
gravest objection which can be urged against my theory. The 
explanation lies, as I believe, in the extreme imperfection of 
the geological record. ^ 

In the first place it should always be borne in mjnd what 
sort of intermediate forms must, on my theory, have formerly 
existed, 1 have found it difficult, when looking at any two 
species, to avoid picturiiig to myself, forms directly inter¬ 
mediate between them. But this is a wholly false view; we 
should always look for forms intermediate between each 
species and a common but unknown progenitor; and the 
progenitor will generally have differed in some respects from 
all its modified descendants. To give a simple illustration: 
the fantail and pouter pigeons have both descended from the 
rock-pigeon; if we possessed all the intermediate varieties 
which have ever existed, we should have an extremely close 
series between both and the rock-pigeon; but we sliould have 
no varieties directly intermediate between the fantail and 
pouter; none, for instance, combining a tail somewhat 
expanded with a crop somewhat enlarged, the ciiaracteristic 
features of these two breeds. These two breeds, moreover, 
have become so much modified, that if we had no historical 
or indirect evidence regarding their origin, it would not have 
been possible to have determined from a mere comparison of 
their structure with that of the rock-pigeon, whether'they had 
descended from this species or from some other allied species, 
such as C. oenas. 

So vCitu natural species, if we look to forms very distinct, for 
instance to the horse and tapir, we have no reason to suppose 
that links over eMsted directly intermediate between them, 
but between each and an unknown common parent. The 
common parent will have had in its whole organisation much 
general resemblance to the tapir and to the horse; but in 
some points: of structure may have differed considerably from 
both, even perhajjs mure than they differ from each other. 
Hence in all such cases, we should be unable to recognise 
the parent-form any two or more species, even if we closely 
compared the structure of the parent with that of its modified 
descendants, unless at the same time we had a nearly perfect 
chain of the intermediate links. 
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It is just possible by my theory, that one of two living forms 
might ha^te descended from the other; for instance, a horse 
from a tapir; and in this case direct intermediate links will 
have existed between them. But such a case would imply 
that one form had remained for a very long period unaltered, 
while its descendants had undergone a vast amount of change ; 
and the principle of competition^ between organism and 
organism, between child and parent, will render this a very 
rare event; for in all cases the new and improved forms of 
life will tend to supplant the old and unimproved forms. 

By the theory of natural selectfon all living species have 
been connected with the parent-species of each genus, by 
differences not greater than we see between the varieties of 
the same species at the present day; and these parent-species, 
now generally extinct, have in their turn been similarly con¬ 
nected with more ancient species; and so on backwards, 
always converging to the common ancestor of each great class. 
So that the number of intermediate and transitional links, 
between all living and extinct species, must have been incon¬ 
ceivably great. But assuredly, if this theory be true, such 
have lived upon this earth. 

On the lapse of Time .—Independently of our not finding 
fossil remains of such infinitely numerous connecting links, 
it may be objected, that time will not have sufficed for so 
great an amount of organic change, all changes having been 
effected *.ery slowly through natural selection. It is hardly 
possible for me even to recall to the reader, who may not be 
a practical geologist, the facts leading the mind feebly to 
coniprehend the lapse of time. He who can read Sir Charles 
Lyelfs grand work on the Principles of Geology, ^vh^[ch the 
future historian will recognise as having produced a revolution 
in natural science, yet does not admit how incomprehensibly 
vast have been the past periods of time, may at once close 
this volume. Not that it suffices to study the Principles of 
Geology, or to read special treatises by different observers on 
sei)aiate formations, and to mark how each author attempts 
to give an inadequnte idea of the duration of each formation 
or even each stratum. A man must for years examine for 
himself great piles of superimposed strata, and watch the sea 
at work grinding down old rocks and making fresh sediment, 
before he can hope to comprehend anything of the lapse of 
time, the monuments of which we see around us. 
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It is good to wander along lines of sea-coast, when formed 
of moderately hard rocks, and mark the process of de^radation. 
The tides in most cases reach the cliffs only for a short time 
twice a day, and the waves eat into them only when they are 
charged with sand or pebbles; for there is reason to believe 
that pure water can effect little or nothing in wearing away 
rock. At last the base^ of the cliff is undermined, huge 
fragments fall down, ana these remaining fixed, have to be 
worn away, atom by atom, until reduced in size the^ can be 
rolled about by the waves, and then are more quickly ground 
into pebbles, sand, or mud. But how often do we see along 
the bases of retreating cliffs rounded boulders, all thickly 
clothed by marine productions, showing how little they are 
abraded and how seldom they are rolled about! Moreover, 
if we follow for a few miles any line of rocky cliff, which is 
undergoing degradjition, we find that it is only here and there, 
along a short length or round a promontory, that the cliffs 
are at the present time suffering.^ The appearance of the 
surface and the vegetation show that elsewhere years have 
elapsed since the waters washed their base. 

He who most closely studies the action of the sea on our 
shores, will, I believe, be most deeply impressed with the 
slowness w'ith which rocky coasts are worn away. The 
observations on this head by Hugh Miller, and by that 
excellent observer Mr. Smith of Jordon Hill, are most 
impressive. With the mind thus impressed, let any one 
examine beds of conglomerate many thousand feet^in thick¬ 
ness, which, though probably formed at a quicker rate than 
many other deposits, yet, from being formed of worn and 
rounded pebbles, each of which bears the stamp of time, arc 
good 16‘show how slowly the mass has been accumulated. 
Let him remember Lyell’s profound remark, that the thick¬ 
ness and extent of sedimentary formations are the result 
and measure of the degradation which the earth’s crust has 
elsewhere suffered. And what an amount of degradation 
is implied by the sedimentary deposits of many countries! 
Professor Ramsay has given me the maximum thickness, in 
most cases from actual measurement, in a few cases from 
estimate, of each formation in different parts of Great Britain ; 
and this is the result:— 

Feet. 

Palaeozoic strata (not including igneous beds) ... 57»I54 

* Secondary strata . I 3>190 

Tertiary strata . 2,240 
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—making altogether 72,584feet; that is, very nearly thirteen and 
three-quaiiiters British miles. Some of these formations, which 
are represented in England by thin beds, are thousands of 
feet in thickness on the Continent. Moreover, between each 
successive formation, we have, in the opinion of most 
geologists, enormously long blank periods. So that the lofty 
pile of sedimentary rocks m Britain.^ gives but an inadequate 
idea of the time which has elapsed during their accumulation ; 
yet what time this must have consumed ! Good observers 
have estimated that sediment is deposited by the great 
Mississippi river at the rate of oRly 600 feet in a hundred 
thousand years. This estimate may be quite erroneous; yet, 
considering over what wide spaces very fine sediment is 
transported by the currents of the sea, the process of 
accumulation in any one area must be extremely slow. 

But the amount of denudation which the strata have in 
many places suffered, independently of the rate of accumulation 
of the degraded matter, jirobably offers th^ best evidence of 
the lapse of time. I remember having been much struck 
with the evidence of denudation, when viewing volcanic 
islands, which have been worn by the waves and pared all 
round into i)erpendicular cliffs of one or two thousand feet 
in height; for the gentle slope of the lava-streams, due to 
their formerly liquid state, showed at a glance how far the 
hard, rocky beds had once extended into the open ocean. 
I’he same story is still more plainly told by faults,—those 
great cr^iliks along which the strata have been upheaved on 
one side,'or thrown dowm on the other, to the height or depth 
of thousands of fvA; for since the crust cracked, the surface 
of the land has been so completely planed down^ by the 
action of the sea, that no ^race of these vast dislocations is 
externally visible. 

The Craven fault, for instance, extends for upwards of 
30 miles, and along this line the vertical displacement of the 
strata has varied from 600 to 3,000 feet. Prof. Ramsay has 
published an account of a downthrow in Anglesea of 2,300 
feet; and he informs me that he fully believes there is one 
in Merionethshire of 12,000 feet; yet in these cases there is 
nothing on the surface to show^ such prodigious mov^ents; 
the pile of rocks on the one or other side having been 
smoothly swept away. The consideration of these faats 
impresses my mind almost in the same manner as does the 
vain endeavour to grapple with the idea of eternity. 
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I am tempted to give one other case, the well-known on 
the denudation of the Weald. .Though it must be admi 
that the denudation of the Weald has been a mere trifl< 
comparison with that which has removed masses of 
palaeozoic strata, in parts ten thousand feet in thickness 
shown in Prof. Ramsay’s masterly memoir on this sub 
Yet it is an admirable lesson to stand on the North Dc 
and to look at the distant South Downs; for, remembe 
that at no great distance to the west the northern and hontl 
escarpments meet and close, one can safely picture to one 
the great dome of rocks which must have covered up 
Weald within so limited a period as since the latter pai 
the Chalk formation. The distance from the northern to 
southern Downs is about 22 miles, and the thickness of 
several formations is on an average about i,too feet, as I 
imforined by Prof. Ramsay. But if, as some geolof 
suppose, a range of older rocks underlies the Weald, on 
flanks of which the overlying sedimentary deposits m 
have accumulated' in thinner masses than elsewhere, 
above estimate would be erroneous; but this source of dc 
probably would not greatly affect the estimate as appliec 
the western extremity of the district. If, then, we knew 
rate at which the sea commonly wears away a line of cl if 
any given height, we could measure the time requisite 
have denuded the Weald. This, of course, cannot be do 
but we may, in order to form some crude notion on 
subject, assume that the sea w'ould eat into cliffs 590 feel 
lieiglit at the rate of one inch in a century. This w;ll at 
appear much too small an allowance; but it is the same 
if we were to assume a cliff one yard in height to be ea 
back along a whole line of coast at the rate of one yard 
nearly every twenty-two years. 1 doubt whether any re 
even as soft as chalk, would yield at this rate excepting 
the most exposed coasts; though no doubt the degradat 
of a lofty cliff would be more rapid from the breakage 
the fallen fragments. On the other hand, I do not beli 
that any line of coast, ten or tw^enty miles in length, e 
suffers degradation at the same time along its whole inden 
length f and we must remember that almost all strata cont 
harder layers or nodules, which from long resisting attrit 
form a breakwater at the base. Hence, under ordin 
circumstances, I conclude that for a cliff 500 feet in heig 
a denudation of one inch per century for the whole lent 
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d be an ample allowance. At this rate, on the above 
the % denudation of the Weald must have required 
. 562,400 years; or say three hundred million years. 

' le action of fresh water on the gently inclined Wealden 
ict, when upraised, could hardly have been great, but it 
d somewhat reduce the alx>ve estimate. On the other 
1, during oscillations of level, whifh we know this area has 
irgone, the surface may have existed for millions of years 
ind, and thus have escaped the action of the sea: when 
>ly submerged for perhaps equally long periods, it would, 
vise, have escaped the action of®the coast-waves. So that 
11 probability a far longer period than 300 million years 
elapsed since the latter part of the Secondary period, 
have made these few remarks because it is highly 
ortant for us to gain some notion, however imperfect, of 
lapse of years. During each of these years, over the 
le world, the land and the water has been peopled by 
s of living forms. What an infinite number of genera- 
‘ s, which the mind cannot grasp, must have succeeded 
i other in the long roll of years! Now turn to our richest 
ogical museums, and what a paltry display we behold! 

'7/ //le poorness of our Palieontologiial collections. —'I'hat our 
^ontological collections are very imperfect^ is admitted by 
y one. The remark of that admirable paloeontologist, 
late Edward Forbe.s, should not be forgotten, namely, 
numBers of our fossil species are known and named from 
le and often broken specimens, or from a few specimens 
ected on some •one spot. Only a small portion of the 
a^e of the earth has been geologically explored, and no 
. with sufficient care, as, the important discoverfeS made 
ry year in Europe prove. No organism wholly soft can 
preserved. Shells and bones will decay and disappear 
:n left on the bottom of the sea, where sediment is not 
simulating. 1 believe we are continually taking a most 
ineous view, when we tacitly admit to ourselves that 
iment is being deposited over nearly the whole bed of 
^ sea, at a rate sufficiently quick to embed and preserve 
il remains. Throughout an enormously large proportion 
the ocean, the bright blue tint of the water bespeaks its 
ity. The many cases on record of a formation con- 
.lably covered, after an enormous interval of time, by 
ther and later formation, without the underlying bed 
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having suffered in the interval any wear and tear, seem ex¬ 
plicable only on the view of the bottom of the sea not rarely 
lying for ages in an unaltered condition. The remains which 
do become embedded, if in sand or gravel, will when the beds 
are upraised generally be dissolved by the percolation of rain¬ 
water. I suspect that but few of the very many animals 
which live on the beac^ between high and low watermark 
are preserved. For instance, the several speciesj of the 
Chthamalinae (a sub-family of sessile cirripedes) coat the rocks 
all over the world in infinite numbers : they are all strictly 
littoral, with the exception of a single Mediterranean species, 
which inhabits deep water and has been found fossil in Sicily, 
whereas not one other species has hitherto been found in any 
tertiary formation: yet it is now known that the genus 
Chthamalus existed during the chalk period. The molluscan 
genus Chiton offers a partially analogous case. 

With respect to the terrestrial productions which lived 
during the Secondary and Palaeozoic periods, it is superfluous 
to state that our evidence from fossil remains is fragmentary 
in an extreme degree. For instance, not a land shell is known 
belonging to either of these vast periods, with one exception 
discovered by Sir C. Lyell in the carboniferous strata of North 
America. In regard to mammiferous remains, a single glance 
at the historical^ table published in the Supplement to LyelPs 
Manual, will bring home the truth, how accidental and rare 
is their preservation, far better than pages of detail. Nor is 
their rarity surprising, when we remember how lafge a pro¬ 
portion of the bones of tertiary mammals have been discovered 
either in caves or in lacustrine deposits; and that not a cave 
or true l^icustrine bed is known belonging to the age of our 
secondary or palaeozoic formations. 

But the imperfection in the geological record mainly results 
from another and more important cause than any of the 
foregoing ; namely, from the several formations being separated 
from each other by wide intervals of time. When we see 
the formations tabulated in written works, or when we follow 
them in nature, it is difficult to avoid believing that they 
are closely consecutive. But we know, for instance, from Sir 
R. Murchison's great work on Russia, what wide gaps there 
are in ^at country between the superimposed formations j 
so it is' in North America, and in many other parts of the 
world. The most skilful geologist, if his attention had been 
exdusweiy confined to these large territories, would never 
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have suspected that during the periods which were blank 
and barrtn in his own country, great piles of sediment, charged 
with new and peculiar forms of life, had elsewhere been 
accumulated. And if in each separate territory, hardly any 
idea can be formed of the length of time which has elapsed 
between the consecutive formations, we may infer that this 
could nowhere be ascertained. The frequent and great changes 
in the mineralogical composition of consecutive formations, 
generally implying great changes in the geography of the 
surrounding lands, whence the sediment has been derived, 
accords with the belief of vast inter vals of time having elapsed 
between each formation. 

But we can, I think, see why the geological formations of 
each region are almost invariably intermittent } that is, have 
not followed each other in close sequence. Scarcely any fact 
struck me more when examining many hundred miles of the 
South American coasts, which have been upraised several 
hundred feet within the, recent i>eriod, than the absence of 
any recent deposits sufficiently extensive to last for even a 
short geological period. Along the whole west coast, which 
is inhabited by a peculiar marine fauna, tertiary beds are so 
scantily developed, that no record of several successive and 
peculiar marine faunas will probably be preserved to a distant 
age. A little reflection will explain why along the rising coast 
of the western side of South America, no extensive formations 
with recent or tertiary remains can anywhere be found, though 
the supply of sediment must for ages have been great, from 
the enofmous degradation of the coast-rocks and from muddy 
streams entering die sea. The explanation, no doubt, is, that 
tli^littoral and sub-littoral deposits are continually worn away, 
as soon as they are brought up by the slow and gratifial rising 
of the land within the grinding action of the coast-waves. 

We maj, I think, safely conclude that sediment must be 
accumulated in extremely thick, solid, or extensive masses, 
in order to withstand the incessant action of the waves, when 
first upraised and during subsequent oscillations of level. 
Such thick and extensive accumulations of sediment may be 
formed in two ways; either, in profound depths of the sea, 
in which case, judging from the researches of E. Forbes, 
we may conclude that the bottom will be inhabited by 
extremely few animals, and the mass when upraised will 
give a most imperfect record of the forms of life which then 
existed; or, sediment may be accumulated to any thickness 
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and extent over a shallow bottom, if it continue slowly to 
subside. In this latter case, as long as the rate of sobsidence 
and supply of sediment nearly balance each other, the sea 
will remain shallow and favourable for life, and thus a fossili- 
ferous formation thick enough, when upraised, to resist any 
amount of degradation, may be formed. 

I am convinced that ay our ancient formations, which are 
rich in fossils, have thus been formed during subsidence. 
Since publishing my views on this subject in 1845, ^ 
watched the progress of Geology, and have been surprised 
to note how author after 'author, in treating of this or that 
great formation, has come to the conclusion that it was 
accumulated during subsidence. I may add, that the only 
ancient tertiary formation on the west coast of South America, 
which has been bulky enough to resist such degradation as 
it has as yet suffered, but which will hardly last to a distant 
geological age, was certainly deposited during a downward 
oscillation of level, and thus gaintid considerable thickness. 

All geological facts tell us plainly that each area has under¬ 
gone numerous slow oscillations of level, and apparently these 
oscillations have affected wide spaces. Consequently forma¬ 
tions rich in fossils and sufficiently thick and extensive 
to resist subsequent degradation, may have been formed 
over wide spaces during periods of subsidence, but only 
where the supply of sediment w^as sufficient to keep the sea 
shallow and to embed and preserve the remains before they 
had time to decay. On the other hand, as long as the 
bed of the sea remained stationary, fAick deposits could not 
have been accumulated in the shallow p^rts, which are the 
most favourable to life. Still less could this have happ^ntid 
during t'ne alternate periods of elevation; or, to speak more 
accurately, the beds which were then accumulated will have 
been destroyed by being upraised and brought within the 
limits of the coast-action. 

Thus the geological record will almost necessarily be rendered 
-intermittent. I feel much confidence in the truth of these 
views, for they are in strict accordance with the general 
principles inculcated by Sir C. Lyell; and E. Forbes 
independently arrived at a similar conclusion. 

One remark is here worth a passing notice. During periods 
of elevation the area of the land and of the adjoining shoal 
parts of the sea will be increased, and new stations will often 
be formed ;—all circumstances most favourable, as previously 
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explained, for the formation of new varieties and species ; but 
during Aich periods there will generally be a blank in the 
geological record. On the other hand, during subsidence, the 
inhabited area and number of inhabitants will decrease 
(excepting the productions on the shores of a continent when 
first broken up into an archipelago), and consequently during 
subsidence, though there will be nT\^ch extinction, fewer new 
varieties or species will be formed; and it is during these very 
periods of subsidence, that our great deposits rich in fossils 
have been accumulated. Nature may almost be said to have 
guarded against the frequent discovery of her transitional 
or linking forms. 

From the foregoing considerations it cannot be doubted 
that the geological record, viewed as a w'hole, is extremely 
imperfect; but if we confine our attention to any one forma¬ 
tion, it becomes tnore difficult to understand, why we do 
not therein find closely graduated varieties between the allied 
species which lived at its commencement and at its close. 
Some cases are on record of the same species presenting 
distinct varieties in the upper and lower parts of the same 
formation, but, as they are rare, they may be here passed 
over. Although each formation has indisputably required 
a vast number of years for its deposition, I can see several 
reasons why each should not include a graduated series of 
links between the species which then lived; but I can by 
no means pretend to assign due proportional weight to ,the 
following considerations. 

Although each formation may mark a very long lapse of 
years, each pcihaps is short compared with the period requisite 
to «£hange one species into another. I am aware that two 
palaeontologists, whose opigions are worthy of much (feference, 
namely Bronn and Woodward, have concluded that the 
average duration of each formation is tw'ice or thrice as 
long as the average duration of specific forms. But insuper- 
able difficulties, as it seems to me, prevent us coming to 
any just conclusion on this head. When we see a species 
first appearing in the middle of any formation, it would be 
rash in the extreme to infer that it had not elsewhere pre¬ 
viously existed. So again when we find a species disappearing 
before the uppermost layers have been deposited, it would 
be equally rash to suppose that it then became wholly extinct. 
We forget how small the area of Europe is compared with 
the rest of the world; nor have the several stages of the 
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same formation throughout Europe been correlated with 
perfect accuracy. o 

With marine animals ot all kinds, we may safely infer a 
large amount of migration during climatal and other changes; 
and when we see a species first appearing in any formation, 
the probability is that it only then first immigrated into that 
area. It is well known^ for instance, that several species 
appeared somewhat earlier in the palseozoic beds of North 
America than in those of Europe; time having apparently 
been required for their migration from the American to the 
European seas. In examining the latest dejDosits of various 
quarters of the world, it has everywhere been noted, that some 
few still existing species are common in the deposit, but have 
become extinct in the immediately surrounding sea; or, con¬ 
versely, that some are now abundant in the neighbouring 
sea, but are rare or absent in this parti<^ular deposit. It is 
an excellent lesson to reflect on the ascertained amount of 
migration of the inhabitants of Europe during the Glacial 
period, which forms only a part of one whole geological period; 
and likew'ise to reflect on the great changes of level, on the 
inordinately great change of climate, on the prodigious lapse oi 
time, all included within this same glacial period. Yet it may 
be doubted whether in any quarter of the world, sedimentary 
deposits, including fossil remains^ have gone on accumulating 
within the same area during the whole of this period. It is 
not, for instance, probable that sediment was deposited during 
the whole of the glacial period near the moutfi of the 
^lississippi, within that limit of depth at which marine animals 
can flourish ; for we know what vast geographical changes 
occurred in other parts of America during this space of rime. 
When such beds as were deposited in shallow water near the 
mouth of the Mississippi during some part of the glacial 
period shall have been upraised, organic remains will probably 
first appear and disappear at different levels, owing to the 
migration of species and to geographical changes. And in 
«tlie distant future, a geologist examining these beds, might 
be tempted to conclude that the average duration of life 
of the embedded fossils had been less than that of the glacial 
period, instead of having been really far greater, that is 
extending from before the glacial epoch to the present day. 

In order to get a perfect gradation between tw'o forms in 
the uppei and lower parts of the same formation, the deposit 
must have gone on accumulating for a very long period, in 
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order to have given sufficient time for the slow process of 
variation^ hence the deposit will generally have to be a 
very thick one; and the species undergoing modification will 
have had to live on the same area throughout this whole 
time. But we have seen that a thick fossiliferous formation 
can only be accumulated during a period of subsidence; 
and to keep the depth approximately the same, which is 
necessary in order to enable the same species to live on 
the same space, the supply of sediment must nearly have 
counter-balanced the amount of subsidence. But this same 
movement of subsidence will often tend to sink the area 
whence the sediment is derived, and thus diminish the supply 
whilst the downward movement continues. In fact, this 
nearly exact balancing between the supply of sediment and 
the amount of subsidence is probably a rare contingency; 
for it has been observed by more than one palaeontologist, 
that very thick deposits are usually barren of organic remains, 
except near their upper of lower limits. 

It would seem that each separate formation, like the whole 
pile of formations in any country, has generally been inter¬ 
mittent in its accumulation. When we see, as is so often 
the case, a formation composed of beds of different minera- 
logical composition, we may reasonably suspect that the 
process of deposition has been much interrupted, as a 
change in the currents of the sea and a supply of sediment 
of a (lif|erent nature will generally have been due to geo- 
graphica,! changes requiring much time. Nor will the closest 
inspection of a formation give any idea of the time which 
its deposition has consumed. Many instances could be given 
of -beds only a few feet in thickness, representing fgynations, 
elsewhere thousands of feet in thickness, and which must 
have required an enormous period for their accumulation ; 
yet no one ignorant of this fact would have suspected the 
vast lapse of time represented by the thinner formation. 
Many cases could be given of the lower beds of a formation 
having been upraised, denuded, submerged, and then re¬ 
covered by the upper beds of the same formation,—facts, 
showing what wide, yet easily overlooked, intervals have 
occurred in its accumulation. In other cases we have tlie 
plainest evidence in great fossilised trees, still standing up- 
l ight as they grew, of many long intervals of time and changes 
of level during the process of deposition, which would never 
even have been suspected, had not the trees chanced to 
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have been preserved : thus, Messrs. Lyell and Dawson found 
carboniferous beds 1,400 feet thick in Nova* Scotia, 
with ancient root-bearing strata, one above the other, at 
no less than sixty-eight different levels. Hence, when the 
same species occur at the bottom, middle, and lop of a 
formation, the probability is that they have not lived on 
the same spot during th^ whole period of deposition, but 
have disappeared and reappeared, perhaps manyJ times, 
during the same geological period. So that if such species 
were to undergo a considerable amount of modification 
during any one geological period, a section would not 
probably include all the fine intermediate gradations whicli 
must on my theory have existed between them, but abrupt, 
though perhaps very slight, changes of form. 

It is all-important to remember that naturalists have no 
golden rule by which to distinguish species and varieties ; 
they grant some little variability to each species, but when 
they meet with a somewhat greater amount of difference 
between any two forms, they rank both as species, unless 
they are enabled to connect them together by close inter¬ 
mediate gradations. And this from the reasons just assigned 
we can seldom hope to effect in any one geological section. 
Supposing B and (J to be two si>ecies, and a tliird. A, to be 
found in an undt^rlying bed ; even if A were strictly inter 
mediate between B and C, it would simply be ranked as a 
third and distinct species, unless at tlic same time it could 
be most closely connected with either one or both forms by 
intermediate varieties. Nor should it be forgotten, as before 
explained, that A might be the actual progenitor of B and C, 
and yet,might not at all necessarily be smelly intermed''i.te. 
between them in all points of structure. So that we might 
obtain the pareni-sjiecies and its several modified descendants 
from the lower and upper beds of a formation, and unless we 
obtained numerous transitional gradations, we should not 
recognise their relationship, and should consequently be 
compelled to rank them all as distinct species. 

It is notorious on what excessively slight differences many 
palaeontologists have founded their species ; and they do this 
the more readily if the specimens come from different sub- 
stages of the same formation. Some experienced conchologists 
are aow sinking many of the very fine species of D'Orbigny 
and others into the rank of varieties ; and on this view we do 
find the kind of evidence of change which on my theory we 
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ought to find. Moreover, if we look to rather wider intervals, 
namely, t <5 distinct but consecutive stages of the same great 
formation, we find that the embedded fossils, though almost 
univen 4lly ranked as specifically different, yet are far more 
closely allied to each other than are the species found in 
more widely separated formations; but to this subject I shall 
have to return in the following chapter. 

One other consideration is worth notice; with animals and 
plants that can propagate rapidly and are not highly locomo¬ 
tive, there is reason to suspect, as \ye have formerly seen, that 
their varieties are generally at first local; and that such local 
varieties do not spread widely and supplant their parent-forms 
until they have been modified and perfected in. some con¬ 
siderable degree. According to this view, the chance of 
discovering in a formation in any one country all the early 
stages of transition between any two forms, is small, for the 
successive changes are supposed to have been local or con¬ 
fined to some one spot •Most marine animals havei-a wide 
range; and we liave seen that with plants it is those which 
have the widest range, that oftenest present varieties; so that 
with shells and other marine animals, it is probably those 
which have had the widest range, far exceeding the limits of 
the known geological formations of Europe, which have 
oftenest given rise, first to local varieties and ultimately to 
new' species; and tins again w'ould greatly lessen the chance 
of our being able to trace the stages of transition in any 
one geological formation. 

It should not be forgotten, that at the present day, with 
perfect specimens for examination, tw’o forms can seldom 
be*c'Vinected by intermediate varieties and thus.proved 
to be the same species, urttil many specimens have been 
collected from many places; and in the case of fossil species 
this could rarely be effected by palaeontologists. We shall, 
perhaps, best perceive the improbability of our being enabled 
to connect species by numerous, fine, intermediate, fossil 
links, by asking ourselves whether, for instance, geologists 
at some future period will be able to prove, that our different 
bi ecds of cattle, sheep, horses, and dogs have descended from 
a single stock or from several aboriginal stocks; or, again, 
whether certain sea-shells inhabiting the shores of North 
America, which are ranked by some conchologists as distinct 
species from their European representatives, and by other 
conchologists as only varieties, are really varieties or are, 
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as it is called, specifically distinct. This could be effected 
only by the future geologist discovering in a fissil state 
numerous intermediate gradations; and such success seems 
to me improbable in the highest degree. 

Geological research, though it has added numerous species 
to existing and extinct genera, and has made the intervals 
between some few grovps less wide than they otherwise 
would have been, yet has done scarcely anything in* breaking 
down the distinction between species, by connecting them 
together by numerous, fiijej intermediate varieties; and this 
not having been effected, is probably the giavest and most 
obvious of all the many objections which may be urged 
against my views. Hence it will be worth while to sum up 
the foregoing remarks, under an imaginary illustration. The 
Malay Archipelago is of about the size of E^urope from the 
North Cape to the Mediterranean, and from Britain to 
Russia; and therefore equals all the geological formations 
which have been examined with* any accuracy, excepting 
those of the United States of America. I fully agree with 
Mr. Godwin-Austen, that the present condition of the Malay 
Archipelago, with its numerous large islands separated by 
wide and shallow seas, probably represents the former state 
of Europe, when most of our formations were accumulating. 
The Malay Archipelago is one of the richest regions of the 
whole world in organic beings; yet if all the species were to 
he collected which have ever lived there, how ipperfectly 
would they represent the natural history of the world ! 

But we have every reason to believe^ that the terrestrial 
productions of the archipelago would be preserved in an 
excess^i^ely imperfect manner in the formations whiob^ we 
suppose to be there accumulating. I suspect that not many 
of the strictly littoral animals, or of those which lived on 
naked submarine rocks, would be embedded; and those 
embedded in gravel or sand, would not endure to a distant 
epoch- Wherever sediment did not accumulate on the bed 
of the sea, or where it did not accumulate at a sufficient rate 
to protect organic bodies from decay, no remains could be 
preserved 

In our archipelago, I believe that fossiliferous formations 
could be formed of sufficient thickness to last to an age, 
as distant in futurity as the secondary formations lie in the 
past, only during periods of subsidence. These periods 
of subsidence would be separated from each other by 
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enormous intervals, during which the area would be either 
stationary^or rising; whilst rising, each fossiliferous formation 
would be destroyed, almost as soon as accumulated, by the 
incessant coast-action, as we now see on the shores of South 
America. During the periods of subsidence there would 
probably be much extinction of life; during the periods 
of elevation, there would be much variation, but the geological 
record would then be least perfect. 

It may be doubted whether the duration of any one great 
period of subsidence over the whol^or part of the archipelago, 
together with a contemporaneous accumulation of sediment, 
would exceed the average duration of the same specific forms ; 
and these contingencies are indispensable for the preservation 
of all the transitional graduations between any two or more 
species. If such graduations were not fully preserved, 
transitional varieties would merely appear as so many distinct 
specie*?. It is, also, probable that each great period of 
subsidence would be interfupted by oscillations of level, and 
that slight climatal changes would intervene during such 
lengthy periods ; and in these cases the inhabitants of the 
archijjelago would have to migrate, and no closely consecutive 
record of their modifications could be preserved in any one 
formation- 

Very many of the marine inhabitants of Jthe archipelago 
now range thousands of miles beyond its confines; and 
analogy leads me to believe that it would be chiefly these 
far-ranging species which would oftenest produce new 
varieties; and the varieties would at first generally be local 
or confined to one place, but if possessed of any decided 
advantage, or when further modified and improve^j they 
would slowly spread and supplant their parent-forms. When 
such varieties returned to their ancient homes, as they would 
differ from their former state, in a nearly uniform, though 
perhaps extremely slight degree, they would, according to the 
principles followed by many palaeontologists, be ranked as 
new and distinct species. 

If then, there be some degree of truth in these remarks, 
we have no right to expect to find in our geological formations, 
an infinite number of those fine transitional forms, which on 
my theory assuredly have connected all the past and present 
species of the same group into one long and branching chain 
of life. We ought only to look for a few links, some more 
closely, some more distantly related to each other; and these 
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links, let them be ever so close, if found in different stages 
of the same formation, would, by most palaeontologists, be 
ranked as distinct species. But I do not pretend that I 
should ever have suspected how poor a record of the 
mutations of life, the best preserved geological section 
presented, had not the difficulty of our not discovering 
innumerable transitional links between the species which 
appeared at the commencement and close of each formation, 
pressed so hardly on my theory. 

On the sudden appearance of whole groups of Allied 
Species .—^The abrupt manner in which whole groups of species 
suddenly appear in certain formations, has been urged by 
several palseontologists, for instance, by Agassiz, Pictet, and 
by none more forcibly than by Professor Sedgwick, as a 
fatal objection to the belief in the transmutation of species. 
If numerous species, belonging to the same genera or families, 
have really started into life all a;, once, the fact would be 
fatal to the theory of descent with slow modification through 
natural selection. For the development of a group of forms, 
all of which have descended from some one progenitor, must 
have been an extremely slow process; and the progenitors 
must have lived long ages before their modified descendants. 
But we continually over-rate the j^erfection of the geological 
record, and falsely infer, because certain genera or families 
have not been found beneath a certain stage, that they did not 
exist before that stage. We continually forget how large the 
world is, compared with the area over which our geological 
formations have been carefully examined \ we forget that 
groups of species may elsewhere have long existed and- -have 
slowly multiplied before they invaded the ancient archipelagoes 
of Europe and of the United States. We do not make due 
allowance for the enormous intervals of time, which have 
probably elapsed between our consecutive formations,— 
longer perhaps in some cases than the time required for the 
accumulation of each formation. These intervals will have 
given time for the multiplication of species from some one or 
some few parent-forms; and in the succeeding formation such 
species will appear as if suddenly created. 

I may here recall a remark formerly made, namely that it 
might require a long succession of ages to adapt an organism 
to some new and peculiar line of life, for instance to fly 
through the air; but that when this had been effected, and a 



IMPERFECTION OF GEOLOGICAL RECORD. 237 


few species had thus acquired a great advantage over other 
organism^ a comparatively short time would be necessary to 
produce many divergent forms, which would be able to spread 
rapidly and widely throughout the world. 

I will now give a few examples to illustrate these remarks; 
and to show how liable we are to error in supposing that 
whole groups of species have suddenly been produced. I 
may recall the well-known fact that in geological treatises, 
published not many years ago, the great class of mammals 
was always spoken of as having abruptly come in at the 
commencement of the tertiary series. And now one of the 
richest known accumulations of fossil mammals belongs to 
the middle of the secondary series; and one true mammal 
has been discovered in the new red sandstone at nearly the 
commencement of this great series. Cuvier used to urge 
that no monkey occurred in any tertiary stratum; but now 
extinct species have been discovered in India, South America, 
and in Europe even as fat back as the eocene stage. The 
most striking case, however, is that of the Whale family; as 
these animals have huge bones, are marine, and range over 
the world, the fact of not a single bone of a whale having been 
discovered in any secondary formation, seemed fully to justify 
the belief that this great and distinct order had been suddenly 
produced in the interval between the latest, secondary and 
earliest tertiary formation. But now we may read in the 
Supplement to Lyell’s ‘Manual/ published in 1858, clear 
evidence 6^^ the existence of whales in the upper greensand, 
some time before t^e close of the secondary period. 

I may give another instance, which from having passed 
undt*>‘^my own eyes has much struck me. In a nieifloir on 
Fossil Sessile Cirripedes, I have stated that, from the number 
of existing and extinct tertiary species; from the extraordinary 
abundance of the individuals of many species all over the 
world, from the Arctic regions to the equator, inhabiting 
various zones of depths from the upper tidal limits to 50 fathoms ; 
from the perfect manner in which specimens are preserved 
in the oldest tertiary beds; from the ease with which even a 
fragment of a valve can be recognised; from all these circum¬ 
stances, I inferred that had sessile cirripedes existed during 
the secondary periods, they would certainly have been pre¬ 
served and discovered; and as not one species had been 
discovered in beds of this age, I concluded that this great 
group had been suddenly developed at the commencement 
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of the tertiary series. This a sore trouble to me, 
adding as I thought one more instance of the abrupt appear¬ 
ance of a great group of species. But my work had hardly 
been published, when a skilful palaeontologist, M. Bosquet, 
sent me a drawing of a perfect specimen of an unmistakeable 
sessile cirripede, which he had himself extracted from the 
chalk of Belgium. Anfl, as if to make the case as striking 
as possible, this sessile cirripede was a Chlhamalusi a very 
common, large, and ubiquitous genus, of which not one 
specimen has as yet beeij found even in any tertiary stratum. 
Hence we now positively know that sessile cirripedes existed 
during the secondary period ; and these cirripedes might have 
been the progenitors of our many tertiary and existing species. 

The case most frequently insisted on by palaeontologists 
of the apparently sudden appearance of a whole group of 
species, is that of the teleostean fishes, low down in the 
Chalk period. This group includes the large majority of 
existing species. Lately, Professor Pictet has carried their 
existence one sub-stage further back; and some j^alacontologists 
believe that certain much older fishes, of winch the affinities 
are as yet imperfectly known, are really teleostean. Assuming, 
however, that the whole of them did a])i)ear, as Agassi/, 
believes, at the commencement of the chalk formation, the 
fact w'ould certainly be highly remarkable i but I cannot see 
that it would be an insuperable difficulty on my theory, unless 
it could likewise be shown that the species of this grouji 
appeared suddenly and simultaneously throiighoiff the world 
at this same j>eriod. It is almost superfluous to remark that 
hardly any fossil-fish are known from s6uth of the equator; 
and Ijy* running through Pictet’s Palaeontology it will be seen 
that very few species are knowg from several formatjonr in 
Europe. Some few families of fish now have a confined 
range ; the teleosLean fish might formerly have had a similarly 
confined range, and after having been largely developed in 
some one sea, might have spread widely. Nor have we any 
right to suppose that the seas of the world have always been 
so freely open from south to north as they are at present. 
Even at this day, if the Malay Archipelago were converted 
into land, the tropical parts of the Indian Ocean would form 
a large and perfectly enclosed basin, in which any great group 
of marine animals might be multiplied; and here they would 
remain confined, until some of the species became adapted 
to a <"ooler climate, and were enabled to double the southern 



IMPERFECTION OF GEOLOGICAL RECORD. 239 

capes of Africa or Australia, and thus reach other and 
distant se^s. 

From these and similar considerations, but chiefly from 
our ignorance of the geology of other countries beyond the 
confines of Europe and the United States; and from the 
revolution in our palaeontological ideas on many points, which 
the discoveries of even the last doz^n years have effected, it 
seems to me to be about as rash in us to dogmatize on the 
succession of organic beings throughout the world, as it would 
be for a naturalist to land for tiv^ minutes on some one 
barren point in Australia, and then to discuss the number 
and range of its productions. 

On the sudden appearance groups of Allied Species in the 
io7V€st known fossilifcrous strata .—There is another and allied 
difficulty, which is much graver. I allude to the manner in 
which numbers of species of the same group, suddenly appear 
in the lowest known fossilif»rous rocks. Most of the arguments 
which have convinced me that all the existing s[^cies of the 
same group have descended from one progenitor, apply with 
nearly eciual force to the earliest known species. For instance, 
I cannot doubt that all the Silurian trilobites have descended 
from some one crustacean, which must have lived long before 
the Silurian age, and which probably differed greatly from 
any known animal. Some of the most ancient Silurian 
animals, as the Nautilus, Lingula, &c., do not differ much 
from living*species ; and it cannot on my theory be supposed, 
that these* old species were the progenitors of all the species 
of the orders to which they belong, for they do not present 
chacacfcrs in any degree intermediate between If, 

moreover, they had been the; progenitors of these orders, they 
would almost certainly have been long ago supplanted and 
exterminated by their numerous and improved descendants. 

Consequently, if my theory be true, it is indisputable that 
before the lowest Silurian stratum was deposited, long periods 
elapsed, as long as, or probably far longer than, the whole 
interval from the Silurian age to the present day; and that 
during tliese vast, yet quite unknown, periods of time, the 
world swarmed with living creatures. 

To the question why we do not find records of these vast 
primordial periods, I can give no satisfactory answer. Several 
of the most eminent geologists, with Sir R. Murchison 
at their head, are convinced that we see in the organic 
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remains of the lowest Silurian stratum the dawn of life on tl 
planet. Other highly comiwitent judges, as Lyell and the la 
E. Forbes, dispute this conclusion. We should not forget th. 
only a small jjortion of the world is known with accurat 
M. Barrande has lately added another and lower stage to t 
Silurian system, abounding with new and peculiar specit 
Traces of life have be^p detected in the Longmynd be 
beneath Barrande’s so-called primordial zone. Th^ presen 
of phosphatic nodules and bituminous matter in some of t 
lowest azoic rocks, probajple indicates the former existen 
of life at these periods. But the difficulty of understand! 
the absence of vast piles of fossiliferous strata, which 
my theory no doubt were ^idmewhere accumulated before I 
Silurian epoch, is very great. If these most ancient be 
had been wholly worn away by denudation, or obliterated 
metamorphic action, we ought to find only small remna 
of the formations next succeeding them in age, and th< 
ought to be very generally in a metamorphosed conditio . 
But the descriptions w'hich we now possess of the Silur 
deposits over immense terntories in Russia and in No 
America, do not support the view, that the older a format 
is, the more it has suffered the extremity of denudation a 
meta morphism. 

The case at present must remain inexplicable; and r 
be truly urged as a valid argument against the views h 
entertained. To show that it may hereafter receive so 
explanation, I will give the following hypothesis. •From 
nature of the organic remains, which do not appeal- to h. 
inhabited profound depths, in the several fc>rmations of Kun 
and of t\ie United States; and from the amount of sed^j 
miles m thickness, of which th^ formations are compos 
we may infer that from first to last large islands or tra 
of land, whence the sediment was derived, occurred in 
neighbourhood of the existing continents of Europe a' 
North America, But we do not know what was t, 
state of things in the intervals l)etween the successive forr 
tions ; whether Europe and the United States during th« 
intervals existed as dry land, or as a submarine surface m 
land, on which sediment was not deposited, or again as I 
bed of an open and unfathomable sea. 

Looking to the existing oceans, which are thrice as extensi 
as the land, we see them studded with many islands; but r 
one oceanic island is as yei known to afford even a remna 
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of any palaeozoic or secondary formation. Hence we may 
perhaps' infer, that during the palaeozoic and secondary 
periods, neither continents nor continental islands existed 
where our oceans now extend; for had they existed there, 
palaeozoic and secondary formations would in all probability 
have been accumulated from sediment derived from their 
wear and tear; and would have Ijpen at least partially up- 
heaved by the oscillations of level, which we may fairly 
conclude must have intervened during these enormously long 
periods. If then we may infer arp^thing from these facts, we 
may infer that where our oceans^^now extend, oceans have 
extended from the remotest period of which we have any 
record; and on the other hand, that where continents now 
exist, large tracts of land have existed, subjected no doubt to 
great oscillations of level, since the earliest Silurian period. 
'The coloured map appended to my volume on Coral Reefs, 
led me to conclude that the great oceans are still mainly 
areas of subsidence, iha great archipelagoes still areas of 
oscillations of level, and the continents areas of elevation. 
But have we any right to assume that things hive thus 
remained from eternity ? Our continents seem to have been 
formed by a preponderance, during many oscillations of level, 
of the force of elevation; but may not the areas of pre¬ 
ponderant movement have changed in th^ lapse of ages ? 
At a period immeasurably antecedent to the Silurian epoch, 
continents may have existed where oceans are now spread 
out; and^clear and open oceans have existed where our 
continents now stand. Nor should we be justified in assum¬ 
ing that if, for instance, the bed of the Pacific Ocean were 
nas^jeonverted into a continent, we should there fiijd forma¬ 
tions older than the siluri^n strata, supposing such to have 
been formerly deposited; for it might well happen that strata 
which had subsided some mil^s nearer to the centre of the 
earth, and which had been pressed on by an enormous 
weight of superincumbent water, might have undergone far 
more metamorphic action than strata which have always 
remained nearer to the surface. The immense areas in some 
parts of the world, for instance in South America, of bare 
metamorphic rocks, which must have been heated under great 
pressure, have always seemed to me to require some special 
explanation ; and we may jjerhaps believe that we see in these 
large areas, the many formations long anterior to the Silurian 
epoch in a completely metamorphosed condition. 


t6 
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The several difficulties here discussed, namely our not 
finding in the successive formations infinitely *minerous 
transitional links between the many species which now exist 
or have existed ; the sudden manner in which whole groups 
of species appear in our European formations ; the almost 
entire absence, as at present known, of fossiliferous formations 
beneath the Silurian strat^ are all undoubtedly of the gravest 
nature. We see this in me plainest manner by tl^e fact that 
all the most eminent palaeontologists, namely Cuvier, Owen, 
Agassiz, Barrande, Falconer, E. Forbes, &c,, and all our 
greatest geologists, as LyAl, Murchison, Sedgwick, &c., have 
unanimously, often vehemently, maintained the immutability 
of species. But I have reason to believe that one great 
authority, Sir Charles Lyell, from further reflection entertains 
grave doubts on this subject. I feel how rash it is to differ 
from these great authorities, to whom, with others, we owe 
all our knowledge. Those who think the natural geological 
record in any degree perfect, and .who do not attach much 
w'cight to the facts and arguments of other kinds given in 
this volume, w'ill undoubtedly at once reject my theorj\ For 
my part, following out LyelFs metaphor, I look at the natural 
geological record, as a history of tlie world imperfectly kept, 
and written in a changing dialect; of this history we possess 
the last volume alone, relating only to two or three countries. 
Of this volume, *only here and there a short chapter has been 
preserved ; and of each page, only here and there a few lines. 
Each word of the slo^y-changing language, in Vhich the 
history is supposed to be WTitten, being more or less different 
in the interrupted succession of chapters, may represent the 
apparently abruptly changed forms of life, entombed in our 
consecutive, but widely sef^arated, formations. On this view, 
the difficulties above discussed are greatly diminished, or 
even disappear. 



CHAPTER X. 


On the Geological Successipn of Organic Beings. 

On the slow and successive appearance of new species—On their different 
rates of change—Species once lost do not reappear—Groups of 
species follow the same general rules in their appearance and dis¬ 
appearance as do single species—On Extinction—On simultaneous 
changes in the forms of life throughout the world— On the affinities 
of extinct species to each other and to living species—On the state 
of development of ancient forms—On the succession of the same types 
within the same areas —Summary of preceding and present chapters. 

Let us now see whether the several facts and rules relating 
to the geological succession of organic beings, better accord 
with the common view of the immutability of species, or with 
that of their slow and gradual modification, through descent 
and natural selection. 

New species have appeared very slowly, one after another, 
both on the land and in the waters. Lyell has shown that it 
is hardly'^possible to resist the evidence on this head in the 
case of the several tertiary stages; and every year tends to 
fill up the blanks between them, and to make the percentage 
system of lost and new forms more gradual. In some of the 
most* recent beds, though undoubtedly of high aiWquity if 
measured by years, only one or tvuo species are Idst forms, 
and only one or two are new forms, having here appeared 
lor the first lime, either locally, or, as far as we know, on 
the face of the earth. If we may trust the observations of 
l^hilippi in Sicily, the successive changes in the marine 
inhabitants of that island ha\e been many and most gradual. 
The secondary formations are more broken; but, as Bronn 
has remarked, neither the appearance nor disappearance of 
their many now extinct species has been simultaneous in each 
separate formation. 

Species of different genera and classes have not changed 
at the same rate, or in the same degree. In the oldest 
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tertiary beds a few living shells may still be found in the 
midst of a multitude of extinct forms. Falconer has given 
a striking instance of a similar fact, in an existing crocodile 
associated with many strange and lost mammals and reptiles 
in the sub-Himalayan deposits. The Silurian Lingula differs 
but little from the living species of this genus; whereas most 
of the other Silurian Molluscs and all the Crustaceans have 
changed greatly. The productions of the land seem to change 
at a quicker rate than those of the sea, of which*a striking 
in^>tance has lately been observed in Switzerland. There is 
some reason to believe 'that organisms, considered high 
in the scale of nature, change more quickly than those that 
are low: though there are exceptions to this rule. The 
amount of organic change, as Pictet has remarked, does not 
strictly correspond with the succession of our geological 
formations ; so that between each two consecutive formations, 
the forms of life have seldom changed in exactly the same 
degree. Vet if we compare any but the most closely related 
formations, all the species will be found to have undergone 
some change. When a species has once disappeared from 
the face of the earth, we have reason to believe that the same 
identical form never reappears. The strongest apparent 
exception to this latter rule, is that of the so-called “ colonies ” 
of M. Barrande, which intrude for a period in the midst of 
an older formation, and then allow the pre-existing fauna to 
reappear ; but Lyell’s explanation, namely, that it is a case 
of temporary migration from a distinct geographical province, 
seems to me satisfactory. 

These several facts accord well with my theory, I believe 
in no fixed law of development, causing all the inhabitants 
of a coiftUry to change abruptly, or simultaneously, or to an 
equal degree. The process of modification must be extremely 
slow. The variability of each species is quite independent 
of that of all others. Whether such variability be taken 
advantage of by natural selection, and whether the variations 
be accumulated to a greater or lesser amount, thus causing 
a greater or lesser amount of modification in the varying 
species, lepends on many complex contingencies,—on the 
variability being of a beneficial nature, on the power of 
iniercross’ng, on the rate of breeding, on the slowly changing 
physical conditions of the country, and more especially 
on the nature of the other inhabitants with which the varying 
specif comes into competition. Hence it is by no means 
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surprising that one species should retain the same identical 
form mufth longer than others; or, if changing, that it should 
change less. We see the same fact in geographical dis¬ 
tribution jV^or instance, in the land-shells and coleopterous 
insects of Madeira having come to differ considerably from 
their nearest allies on the continent of Europe, whereas the 
marine shells and birds have remiyned unaltered. We can 
perhaps understand the apparently quicker rate of change in 
terrestrial and in more highly organised productions compared 
with marine and lower productions, by the more complex 
relations of the higher beings to their organic and inorganic 
conditions of life, as explained in a former chapter. When 
many of the inhabitants of a country have become modified 
and improved, we can understand, on the principle of com¬ 
petition, and on that of the many all-important relations of 
organism to organism, that any form which does not become 
in some degree modified and improved, will be liable to be 
exterminated. Hence we can see why all the species in the 
same region do at last, if we look to wide enough intervals 
of time, become modified; for those which do not change 
will become extinct. 

In members of the same class the average amount of 
change, during long and equal periods of time, may, perhaps, 
be nearly the same ; but as the accumulation^of long-enduring 
fossiliferous formations depends on great masses of sediment 
having been deposited on areas whilst subsiding, our forma¬ 
tions hav^ been almost necessarily accumulated at wide and 
irregularly intermittent intervals; consequently the amount 
of organic change exhibited by the fossils embedded in 
consecutive formations is not equal. Each foraiimon, on 
this view, does not mark a/iew and complete act of ^cation, 
but only an occasional scene, taken almost at hazard, in a 
slowly changing drama. 

We can clearly understand why a species when once lost 
should never reappear, even if the veiy same conditions of 
life, organic and inorganic, should recur. For though the 
offspring of one species might be adapted (and no doubt this 
has occurred in innumerable instances) to fill the exact place 
of another species in the economy of nature, and thus supplant 
it; yet the two forms—the old and the new—would not be 
identically the same; for both would almost certainly inherit 
different characters from their distinct progenitors. For 
instance, it is just possible, if our fantail pigeons w'ere all 
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destroyed, that fanciers, by striving during long ages for the 
same object, might make a new breed hardly distirf^uishable 
from our present fantail; but if the parent rock-pigeon were 
also destroyed, and in nature we have every reason 'to believe 
that the parent-form will generally be supplanted and ex¬ 
terminated by its improved offspring, it is quite incredible 
that a fantail, identical wi/h the existing breed, could be raised 
from any other species of pigeon, or even from the other well- 
established races of the domestic pigeon, for the newly-formed 
fantail would be almost sui^ to inherit from its new progenitor 
some slight characteristic differences. 

Groups of species, that is, genera and families, follow the 
same general rules in their appearance and disappearance 
as do single species, changing more or less quickly, and in 
a greater or lesser degree. A group does not reappear after 
it has once disappeared; or its existence, as long as it lasts, 
is continuous, I am aware that there are some apparent 
exceptions to this rule, but the ecceeptions are surprisingly 
few, so few, that E. Forbes, Pictet, and Woodward (though all 
strongly opposed to such views as I maintain) admit its truth ; 
and the rule strictly accords with my theory. For as all 
the species of the same group have descended from some 
one species, it is clear that as long as any species of the 
group have app^tared in the long succession of ages, so long 
must its members have continuously existed, in order to have 
generated either new and modified or the same old and un¬ 
modified forms. Species of the genus Lingula, foV instance, 
must have continuously existed by an unl)roken succession 
of generations, from the lowest Silurian stratum to the present 
day. . . 

We nave seen in the last chEipter that the species of a 
group sometimes falsely appear to have come in abruptly; 
and i have attempted to give an explanation of this fact, which 
if true would have been fatal to my views, Put such cases 
are certainly exceptional; the general rule being a gradual 
increase in number, till the group reaches its maximum, and 
then, sooner or later, it gradually decreases. If the number 
of the species of a genus, or the number of the genera of a family, 
i e represeiiied by a vertical line of varying thickness, crossing 
the successive geological formations in which the species are 
lound, the line will sometimes falsely appear to begin at its 
lower end, not in a sharp point, but abruptly ; it then gradually 
uii* kens upwards, sometimes keeping for a space of equal 
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tJjickness, and ultimately thins out in the upper beds, marking 
the decrdise and final extinction of the species. This gradual 
increase in number of the species of a group is strictly con¬ 
formable Siiith my theory; as the species of the same genus, 
and the genera of the same family, can increase only slowly 
and progressively; for the process of modification and the 
production of a number of allied ^orms must be slow and 
gradual,—one species giving rise first to two or three varieties, 
these being slowly converted into species, which in their turn 
produce by equally slow steps other species, and so on, like 
the branching of a great tree from a single stem, till the group 
becomes large. 

On Extinction ,—^\Ve have as yet spoken only incidentally 
of the disappearance of species and of groups of species. 
On the theory of natural selection the extinction of old forms 
and the production of new and improved forms are intimately 
connected together. The old notion of all the inhal)itants 
of the earth having been swept away at successive periods 
by catastrophes, is very generally given up, even by those 
geologists, as Elie de Beaumont, Murchison, Barrande, 
&ZC,, who.se general views would naturally lead them to thi.s 
conclusion. On the contrary, we have every reason to believe, 
from the study of the tertiary formations, ^hat species and 
groups of species gradually disappear, one after another, 
first from one spot, then from another, and finally from the 
world, Both single species and whole groups of species last 
for very* unequal periods; some groups, as we have seen, 
having endured fr<5m the earliest known dawn of life to the 
present day; some having disappeared before the close of 
the palaeozoic period. No,fixed law seems to determine the 
length of time during which any single species or any single 
genus endures. There is reason to believe that the complete 
extinction of the species of a group is generally a slower 
process than their production: if the appearance and dis¬ 
appearance of a group of species be represented, as before, 
by a vertical line of varying thickness, ♦the line is found to 
taper more gradually at its upper end, which marks the 
progress of extermination, than at its lower end, which 
maiks the first appearance and increase in numbers of the 
species. In some cases, however, the extermination of whole 
groups of beings, as of ammonites towards the close of the 
secondary period, has been wonderfully sudden. 
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The whole subject of the extinction of species has been 
involved in the most gratuitous mystery. Some auttiors have 
even supposed that as the individual has a definite length of 
life, so have species a definite duration. No one.T'-think can 
have marvelled more at the extinction of species, than I have 
done. When I found in La Plata the tooth of a horse 
embedded with the re^iains of Mastodon, Megatherium, 
'Foxodon, and other extinct monsters, w^hich all (co-existed 
with still living shells at a very late geological period, I was 
filled with astonishment; for seeing that the horse, since its 
introduction by the Spamlirds into South America, has run 
wild over the whole country and has increased in numbers 
at an unparalleled rate, I asked myself what could so recently 
have exterminated the former horse under conditions of life 
apparently so favoural)le. But how utterly groundless was 
my astonishment! Professor Owen soon perceived that the 
tooth, though so like that of the existing horse, belonged to 
an extinct species. Had this horse been still living, but in 
some degree rare, no naturalist would have felt the least 
surprise at its rarity; for rarity is the attribute of a vast 
number of species of all classes, in all countries. If we ask 
ourselves why tin's or that species is rare, we answer that 
something is unfavourable in its conditions of life; but what 
that something is^ we can hardly ever tell. On the supposition 
of the fossil horse still existing as a rare species, might 
have felt certain from the analogy of all other mammals, even 
of the slow-breeding elephant, and from the hisfory of the 
naturalisation of the domestic horse in South America, that 
under more favovtrablc conditions it would'in a very few years 
have stocked the whole continent. P.uL we could not have 
told wlfat the; unfavoural)le condiyons were which checked its 
increase, w^hether some one or several contingencies, and at 
what period of the horse’s life, and in w^hat degree, they 
severally acted. If the conditions had gone on, however 
slowly, becoming less and less favourable, we assuredly should 
not have perceived the fact, yet the fossil horse would 
certainly have Ijecome rarer and rarer, and finally extinct;— 
its place being seized on by some more successful competitor. 

It is most difficult always to remember that the increase 
of every living being is con.stantly being checked by un¬ 
perceived injurious agencies; and that these same unperceived 
agencies axe amply sufficient to cause rarity, and finally 
extinction. We see in many cases in the more recent tertiary 
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formations, that rarity precedes extinction; and we know 
that this has been the progress of events with those animals 
which have been exterminated, either locally or wholly, 
through Kan’s agency. I may repeat what I published in 
1845, namely, that to admit that species generally become 
rare before they become extinct—to feel no surprise at th«* 
rarity of a species, and yet to maryel greatly when it ceases 
to exist, is much the same as to admit that sickness in the 
individual is the forerunner of death—to feel no surprise 
at sickness, but when the sick man dies, to wonder and to 
suspect that he died by some unknown deed of violence. 

The theory of natural selection is grounded on the belief 
that each new variety, and ultimately each new species, is 
produced and maintained by having some advantage over 
those with which it comes into competition; and the con¬ 
sequent extinction of less-favoured forms almost inevitably 
follows. It is the same with our domestic productions: when 
a new and slightly imprgved variety has been raised, it at 
first supplants the less improved varieties in the same 
neighbourhood; when much improved it is transported far 
and near, like our short-horn cattle and takes the place of 
other breeds in other countries. Thus the appearance of new 
forms and the disappearance of old forms, both natural and 
artificial, are bound together. In certain flourishing group.^, 
the number of new specific forms which have been produced 
within a given time is probably greater than that of the old 
forms whSh have been exterminated; but we know that the 
number of species has not gone on indefinitely increasing, 
ai least during th£ later geological periods, so that looking 
to later limes we may believe that the production of new 
forms* has caused the extinction of about the same*^umbet 
of old forms. 

The competition will generally be most severe, as formerly 
explained and illustrated by examples, between the forms 
which are most like each other in all respects. Hence the 
improved and modified descendants of a species will generally 
cause the extermination of the parent-species ; and if many 
new forms have been developed from any one species, the 
nearest allies of that species, Le. the species of the same 
genus, will be the most liable to extermination. Thus, as I 
believe, a number of new species descended from one species, 
that is a new genus, comes to supplant an old genus, belonging 
to the same family. But it must often have happened that a 
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new species belonging to some one group will have seized on 
the place occupied by a species belonging.to a distirfct group, 
and thus caused its extermination; and if many allied forms 
be developed from the successful intruder, many have to 
yield their places ; and it will generally be allied forms, which 
will suffer from some inherited inferiority in common. But 
whether it be species belonging to the same or to a distinct 
class, which yield their places to other species wjliich have 
been modified and improved, a fevr of the sufferers may often 
long be preserved, from being fitted to some peculiar line of 
life, or from inhabiting Some distant and isolated station, 
where they have escaped severe competition. For instance, a 
single species of Trigonia, a great genus of shells in the 
secondary formations, survives in the Australian seas ; and a 
few' members of the great and almost extinct group of Ganoid 
fishes still inhabit our fresh waters. 'I'herefore the utter 
extinction of a group is generally, as we have seen, a slow'er 
process than its production. * 

With respect to the apparently sudden extermination of 
whole families or orders, as of Trilobites at the close of tlie 


palaeozoic period and of Ammonites at the close of the secondary 
period, w’e must remember what has been already said on 
the probable w'ide intervals of time between our consecutive 
formations; and^in these intervals there may have been much 
slow extermination. Moreover, when by sudden immigration 
or by unusually rapid development, many species of a new 
group have taken possession of a new area, the>**will have 
exterminated in a correspondingly rapid manner many of the 
old inhabitants; and the forms which thu^ yield their places 


w'ill commonly i;e nilied, for they will partake of senne 
inferiority in comn on. 

Thus, as it seems lu me, the manner in which single species 
and whole groups of species become extinct, accords well 


with the theory of natural selection. We need not marvel at 


extinction; if we must marvel, let it be at our presumption in 


imagining for a moment that we understand the many complex 
contingencies, on which the existence of each species depends. 
If we foiget for an instant, that each species tends to increase 
inordrnau ly, and that some check is alw'ays in action, yet 
seldom perceived by us, the whole economy of nature wall be 
utterly obscured. Whenever we can precisely say why this 
species is more abundant in individuals than that; why this 
species and not another can be naturalised in a given country; 
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then, and not till then, we may justly feel surprise why we 
cannot account for.the extinction of this particular species or 
group of species. 

On the *Forms of Life changing almost simultaneously 
throughout the World ,—Scarcely any palaeontological discovery 
is more striking than the fact, that the forms of life change 
almost simultaneously throughout the world. Thus our 
European Chalk formation can be recognised in many distant 
parts of the world, under the mo^ different climates, where 
not a fragment of the mineral chalk itself can be found; 
namely, in North America, in equatorial South America, 
in Tierra del Fuego, at the Cape of Good Hope, and in 
the peninsula of India. For at these distant points, the 
organic remains in certain beds present an unmistakeable 
degree of resemblance to those of the Chalk. It is not 
that the same species are met ivith; for in some cases not 
one species is identically* the same, but they Ijelong to the 
same families, genera, and sections of genera, and sometimes 
are similarly characterised in such trifling points as mere 
^superficial sculpture. Moreover other forms, which are not 
fouffd in the Chalk of Euroi^e, but which occur in the for¬ 
mations either above or below, are similarly absent at these 
distant points of the world. In the sgreral successive 
palaeozoic foimations of Russia, Western Europe and North 
America, a similar parallelism in the forms of life has been 
observctl l&y several authors; so it is,* according to Lyell, 
with the several ^ European and North American tertiary 
deposits. Evcii if the few fossil species which are common 
to tht; Old and New Vi'orlds be kept wholly out of ^ew, the 
general parallelism in the successive forms of life, in the 
stages of the wudely separated ijalseuzoic and tertiary periods, 
would still be manifest, and the several formations could 
be easily correlated. 

'J'hese observations, however, relate to the marine in¬ 
habitants of distant parts of the world: we have not sufficient 
data to judge whether the productions of the land and of 
fresh water change at distant points in the same parallel 
manner. AVe may doubt whether they have thus changed : 
if the Megatherium, Mylodon, Macrauchenia, and Toxodon 
had been brought to Europe from La Plata, without any 
information in legard to their geological position, no one 
would liave suspected that they had coexisted with still living 
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sea-shells; but as these anomalous monsters coexisted with the 
Mastodon and Horse, it might at least have beeh inferred 
that they had lived during one of the later tertiary stages. 

When the marine forms of life are spoken having 

changed simultaneously throughout the world, it must not be 
supposed that this expression relates to the same thousandth 
or hundred-thousandth y^ear, or even that it has a very strict 
geological sense; for if all the marine animals wh^ch live at 
the present day in Europe, and all those that lived in Europe 
during the pleistocene period (an enormously remote period 
as measured by years, including the whole glacial epoch), 
were to be compared with those now living in South America 
or in Australia, the most skilful naturalist would hardly be 
able to say whether the existing or the pleistocene inhabitants 
of Europe resembled most closely those of the Southern 
hemisphere. So, again, several highly competent observers 
believe that the existing productions of the United States 
are more closely related to those which lived in Europe 
during certain later tertiary stages, than to those which now 
live here; and if this be so, it is evident that fossiliferous beds 
deposited at the present day on the shores of North America 
would hereafter be liable to be classed with somewhat oiaer 
European beds. Nevertheless, looking to a remotely future 
epoch, there can, I think, be little doubt that all the more 
modern mar'nie formations, nam«ly, the upper pliocene, the 
[ileistocene and strictly modern beds, of Europe, North and 
South America, and *Australia, from containing fo^il remains 
in some degree allied, and from not including thbse forms 
w'hich are only found in the older underlying deposits, would 
be correctly ranked as simultaneous in a geological sense. 

The^act of the forms of life ^changing simultaneously, in 
the above large sense, at distant parts of the world, has greatly 
struck those admirable observers, MM. de Verneuil and 
d'Archiac. After referring to the parallelism of the palaeozoic 
forms of life in various parts of Europe, they add, “If struck 
by this strange sequence, we turn our attention to North 
America, and there discover a series of analogous phenomena, 
it will appear certain that all these modifications of species, 
their extinction, and the introduction of new ones, cannot 
be owing to mere changes in marine currents or other causes 
more or less local and temporary, but depend on general 
laws which govern the whole animal kingdom.” M. Barrande 
lias made forcible remarks to precisely the same effect. It 
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is, indeed, quite futile to look to changes of currents, climate, 
or other physical conditions, as the cause of these great 
mutations in the forms of life throughout the world, under 
the most v^Jjfferent climates. We must, as Barrande has 
remarked, look to some special law. We shall see this more 
clearly when we treat of the present distribution of organic 
beings, and find how slight is the relation between the 
physical conditions of various counPries, and the nature of 
their inhabitants. 

This great fact of the parallel succession of the forms of 
life throughout the world, is explicabfb on the theory of natural 
selection. New species are formed by new varieties arising, 
which have some advantage over older forms; and those 
forms, which are already dominant, or have some advantage 
over the other forms in their own country, would naturally 
oftenest give rise to new varieties or incipient species; for 
these latter must be victorious in a still higher degree in 
order to be preserved an^ to survive. We have distinct 
evidence on this head, in the plants which are dominant, that 
is, which are commonest in their own homes, and are most 
widely diffused, having produced the greatest number of new 
Tarmrties. It is also natural that the dominant, varying, and 
far-spreading species, which already have invaded to a certain 
extent the territories of other species, should be those which 
would have the best chance of spreading still further, and 
of giving rise in new' countries to new varieties and species, 
'rhe prucc^ of diffusion may often be very slow, being 
dependent on climaial and geographical changes, or on strange 
accidents, but in the long run the dominant forms will 
generally succeed in spreading. The diffusion would, it is 
probable, be slower wnth the terrestrial inhabitants of^stinct 
continents than with the maline inhabitants of the continuous 
sea. We might therefore expect to find, as we apparently 
do find, a less strict degree of parallel succession in the 
productions of the land than of the sea. 

Uuininunt species spreading from any region might en^ 
counter still more dominant species, and then their triumphant 
course, or even their existence, would cease. We know not 
at all precisely what are all the conditions most favourable 
for the multiplication of new and dominant species; but we 
can, I think, clearly see that a number of individuals, from 
giving a better chance of the appearance of favourable 
variations, and that severe competition with many already 
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existing forms, would be highly favourable, as would be the 
power of spreading into new territoriesr. A certain amount 
of isolation, recurring at long intervals of time, would probably 
be also favourable, as before explained. Op<*'quarter of 
the world may have been most favourable for the production 
of new and dominant species on the land, and another for 
those in the waters of tht^ sea. If two great regions had been 
for a long period favourably circumstanced in an equal degree, 
whenever their inhabitants met, the battle would be prolonged 
and severe; and some from one birthplace and some from 
the other might be victorious. But in the course of time, the 
forms dominant in the highest degree, wherever produced, 
would tend everywhere to prevail. As they prevailed, they 
would cause the extinction of other and inferior forms; and 
as these inferior forms would be allied in groups by inheritance, 
whole groups would tend slowly to disappear ; though here 
and there a single member might long be enabled to survive. 

Thus, as it seems to me, the paiallel, and, taken in a large 
sense, simultaneous, succession of the same forms of life 
throughout the world, accords well with the principle of new 
species having been formed by dominant species spreadine 
widely and varying; the new species thus produced *’0'emg 
themselves dominant owing to inheritance, and to having 
already had some advantage over their parents or over other 
species; these again spreading, varying, and producing new 
species. The forms which are beaten and which yield their 
places to the new and victorious forms, will generally be allied 
in groups, from inheriting some inferiority in common; and 
therefore as new and improved groups spread throughout 
the world, old groups will disappear from the world ; and the 
succession of forms in both ways will everywhere tend to 
correspond. 

There is one other remark connected with this subject worth 
making. I have given my reasons for believing that all our 
greater fossiliferous formations were deposited during periods 
■' of subsidence; and that blank intervals of vast duration 
occurred during the periods when the bed of the sea was 
either stationary or rising, and likewise when sediment was 
not thrown down quickly enough to embed and preserve 
organic remains. During these long and blank intervals I 
suppose that the inhabitants of each region underwent a con¬ 
siderable amount of modification and extinction, and that 
there was much migration from other parts of the world. As 
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we have reason to believe that large areas are affected by the* 
same movement, it js probable that strictly contemporaneous 
formations have often been accumulated over very wide spaces 
in the samo-^juarter of the world; but we are far from having 
any right to conclude that this has invariably been the case, 
and that large areas have invariably been affected by the same 
movements. When two formations have been deposited in 
two regions during nearly, but nt.. exactly the same period, we 
should find in both, from the causes explained in the fore¬ 
going paragraphs, the same general succession in the forms of 
life; but the species would not exaAly correspond; for there 
will have been a little more time in the one region than in the 
other for modification, extinction, and immigration. 

I suspect that cases of this nature have occurred in Europe. 
Mr. Prestwich, in his admirable Memoirs on the eocene 
deposits of England and France, is able to draw a close 
general {xarallelism between the successive stages in the two 
countries; but when he ccunpares certain stages in England 
with those in France, although he finds in both a curious 
accordance in the numbers of the species belonging to the 
same genera, yet the species themselves differ in a manner 
vej> d^cult to account for, considering the proximity of the 
two areas,—unless, indeed, it be assumed that an isthmus 
separated two seas inhabited by distinct, but contemporaneous, 
faunas. Lyell has made similar observations on some of the 
later tertiary formations. Barrande, also, shows that there is 
a striking gtSheral parallelism in the successive Silurian deposits 
of Bohemra and Scandinavia; nevertheless he finds a sur¬ 
prising amount of difference in the species. If the several 
formations in these regions have not been deposited during 
the same exact periods,—a formation in one regioi?»often 
corresponding with a blank interval in the other,—and if in 
both regions the species have gone on slowly changing during 
the accumulation of the several formations and during the 
long intervals of time between them ; in this case, the several 
formations in the two regions could be arranged in the sam^ 
order, in accordance with the general succession of the form 
of life, and the order would falsely appear to be strictly 
parallel ; nevertheless the species would not all be the same 
in the apparently corresponding stages in the two regions. 

On the Affinities of extinct Species to each oiher^ and to 
living foimii ,—Let us now look to the mutual affinities of 



256 


ON THE ORIGIN OF SPECIES. 


extinct and living species. They all fall into one grand nat 
system; and this fact is at once explained on the principli 
descent. The more ancient any form is, the more, ; 
general rule, it differs from living forms. But, Buck 
long ago remarked, all fossils can be classed either in 
existing groups, or between them. That the extinct forn^ 
life help to fill up the vfide intervals between existing gei 
families, and orders, cannot be disputed. For jif we co 
our attention either to the living or to the extinct alon< 
series is far less perfect than if we combine both inU 
general system. With respect to the Vertebrata, whole 
could be filled with striking illustrations from our 
palseontologist, Owen, showing how extinct animals fi 
between existing groups. Cuvier ranked the Ruminantf 
Pachyderms, as the two most distinct orders of mami 
but Owen has discovered so many fossil links, that h 
had to alter the whole classification of these two orders 
has placed certain pachyderms in the same sub-order 
ruminants : for example, he dissolves by fine gradations 
apparently wide difference between the pig and the c? 
In regard to the Invertebrata, Barrande, and a h 
authority could not be named, asserts that he is evt^ 
taught that palaeozoic animals, though belonging to the 
orders, families^ or ^nera with those living at the presen* 
were not at this early epoch limited in such distinct g 
as they now are. 

Some writers have objected to any extinct species or 
of species being considered as intermediate between 
species or groups. If by this term it is meant that an e 
form directly intermediate in all its characters betweei 
livinjf forms, the objection is probably valid. But I appre 
that in a perfectly natural classification many fossil sj 
would have to stand between living species, and some e 
genera between living genera, even between genera bclo 
to distinct families. The most common case, especialb 
'iSpect to very distinct groups, such as fish and re 
seems to be, that supposing them to be distinguished i 
present day from each other by a dozen characters, the ai 
memb^.rs of the same two groups would be distinguishi 
a somc:what lesser number of characters, so that the 
groups, though formerly quite distinct, at that jxiriod 
some small approach to each other. 

It ir a common belief that the more ancient a form f 
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much the more it tends to connect by some of its characters 

)ups n<Jw widely Sjpparated from each other. This remark 

doubt must be restricted to those groups which have 

dergone' ^F^uch change in the course of geological ages; and 

would be difficult tp prove the truth of the proposition, for 

ery now and then even a living animal, as the Lepidosiren, 

discovered having affinities directed towards very distinct 

Dups. Yet if we compare the older Reptiles and Batrachians, 

ii older Fish, the older Cephalopods, and the eocene 

animals, with the more recent meipbers of the same classes, 

: must admit that there is some truth in the remark. 

( 

1 -et us see how far these several facts and inferences accord 
th the theory of descent with modification. As the subject 
somewhat complex, I must request the reader to turn 
the diagram in the fourth chapter. VVe may suppose that 
5 numbered letters represent genera, and the dotted lines 
merging from them the species in each genus. The diagram 
much too simple, too few genera and too few species being 
^en, but this is unimportant for us. The horizontal lines 
ly represent successive geological formations, and all the 
*ms beneath the uppermost line may be considered as 
The three existing genera, will form a 

lall family ; and a closely allied family or sub-family ; 
d a third family. These three f^imilies, together 

th the many extinct genera on the several lines of descent 
merging fr^m the parent-form A, will form an order; for all 
.1 have inherited something in common from their ancient 
d comnior progenitor. On the principle of the continued 
idency to divergence of character, which was formerly 
istrated by this diagram, the more recent any forn^is, the 
►re it will generally di%r from its ancient progftnitor. 
mce we can understand the rule that the most ancient 
sils differ most from existing forms. We must not, 
wever, assume that divergence of character is a necessary 
itingency; it depends solely on the descendants from a 
;cies being thus enabled to seize on many and differeiHfca 
ces in the economy of nature. Therefore it is quite 
ssible, as we have seen in the case of some Silurian forms, 
t a species might go on being slightly modified in relation 
its slightly altered conditions of life, and yet retain through- 
: a vast period the same general characteristics. This is 
resented in the diagram by the letter 
\11 the many forms, extinct and recent, descended from A, 

X7 
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make, as before remarked, one order; and this order, from 
the continued effects of extinction and di\rergence of^charactcr, 
has become divided into several sub-families and families, 
some of which are supposed to have perished X different 
periods, and some to have endured to the present day. 

By looking at the diagram we can see that if many of the 
extinct forms, su]posed^to be embedded in the successive 
formations, w^ere discovered at several points low down in the 
series, the three existing families on the uppermost line would 
be rendered less distinct from each other. If, for instance, 
the genera w®, 7;/®, were disinterred, these 

three families would be so closely linked together that they 
probably would Iiave to be united into one great family, in 
nearly the same manner as has occurred with ruminants 
and pachyderms. Yet he who objected to call the extinct 
genera, which thus linked the living genera of three families 
together, intermediate in character, would be justified, as they 
are intermediate, not directly, but only by a long and cir¬ 
cuitous course through many widely different forms. If many 
extinct forms were to be discovered above one of the middle 
horizontal lines or geological formations—for instance, above 
No. VI.—but none from beneath this line, then only tb^ 
families on the left hand (namely, &c,, and &c.) 
would have to Ije united into one family ; and the two other 
families (namely, to now including five genera, and 
to would yet remain distinct. These two families, 

however, would be less distinct from each oth&f than they 
were before the discovery of the fossils. If, for instance, we 
suppose the existing genera of the two families to differ from 
each ot]jer by a dozen characters, in this case the genera, at 
the edfly period marked VI., would differ by a lesser number 
of characters ; for at this early stage of descent they have not 
diverged in character from the common progenitor of the 
order, nearly so much as they subsequently diverged. Thus 
it comes that ancient and extinct genera are often in some 
/,^^ight degree intermediate in character between their modified 
descendants, or between their collateral relations. 

In nature the case will be far more complicated than is 
represented in the diagram; for the groups will have been 
more numeious, they will have endured for extremely unequal 
lengths of time, and will have been modified in various 
degrees. As we possess only the last volume of the geological 
record, and that in a very broken condition, we have no right 
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to expect, except in very rare cases, to fill up wide intervals 
in the natural system, and thus unite distinct families or 
orders. All that we have a right to expect, is that those 
groups, whi'ih have within known geological periods undergone 
much modification, Ihould in the older formations make some 
slight approach to each other; so that the older members 
should differ less from each other im some of their characters 
than do the existing members of the same groups; and this 
by the concurrent evidence of our best palaeontologists seems 
frequently to be the case. c 

Thus, on the theory of descent with niodificatiort, the main 
facts with respect to the mutual affinities of the extinct forms 
of life to each other and to living forms, seem to me explained 
in a satisfactory manner. And they are wholly inexplicable 
on any other view. 

On this same theory, it is evident that the fauna of any 
great period in the earth’s history will be intermediate in 
general character between that which preceded and that 
which succeeded it. Thus, the species which lived at the 
sixth great stage of descent in the diagram are the modified 
offspring of those which lived at the fifth stage, and are the 
pareYfTs of those which became still more modified at the 
seventh stage; hence they could hardly fail to be nearly 
intermediate in character between the forms of life above 
and below. We must, however, allow for the entire extinction 
of some p^'^ereding forms, and for the coining in of quite new 
forms by immigration, and for a large amount of modification, 
during tfie long jyid blank intervals between the successive 
formations. Subject to these allowances, the fauna of each 
geological period undoubtedly is intermediate in ^aracter, 
between the preceding and succeeding faunas. I need give 
only one instance, namely, the manner in which the fossils 
of the Devonian system, when this system was first discovered, 
were at once recognised by palseontologists as intermediate 
in character between those of the overlying carboniferous, 
and underl3ung Silurian system. But each fauna is 
necessarily exactly intermediate, as unequal intervals of time 
have elapsed between consecutive .formations. 

It is no real objection to the truth of the statement, 
that the fauna of each period as a whole is nearly inter¬ 
mediate in character between the preceding and succeeding 
faunas, that certain genera offer exceptions to the rule. 
For instance, mastodons and elephants, when arranged by 
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I 5 r, Falconer in tvro series, first according to their mutual 
affinities and then according to their periods of Existence, 
do not accord in arrangement. The Jspecies extreme in 
character are not the oldest, or the most recepjtnor are 
those which are intermediate in character, intermediate in 
age. But supposing for an instant, in this and other such 
cases, that the record o^ the first apjHiarance and disappear¬ 
ance of the species was perfect, we have no reason to belitive 
that forms successively produced necessarily endure for 
corresponding lengths of time: a very ancient form might 
occasionally last much longer than a form elsewhere subse¬ 
quently produced, especially in the case of terrestrial pro¬ 
ductions inhabiting separated districts, lb compare small 
things with great: if the principal living arid extinct races 
of the domestic pigeon were arranged as well as they could 
be in serial affinity, this arrangement would not closely 
accord with the order in time of their production, and still 
less with the order of their disappearance; for the parent 
rock-pigeon now lives; and many varieties between the 
rock-pigeon and the carrier have become extinct; and carriers 
which are extreme in the important character of length of 
beak originated earlier than short-beaked tumblers, -wliilri 
arc at the opposite end of the series in this same respect. 

Closely connected with the statement, that the organic 
remains from an intermediate formation are in some degree 
intermediate in character, is the fact, insisted on by all 
palaeontologists, that fossils from two consecutive^*formations 
are far more closely related to each other, than' are the 
fossils from two remote formations. l^ictet gives as a 
■well-known instance, the general resemblance of the organic 
remaintf^rom the several stages of the chalk formation, tfiough 
the species arc distinct in each stage. This fact alone, 
from its generality, seems to have shaken Professor Pictet 
in his firm belief in the immutability of species. He who 
is acquainted with the distribution of existing species over 
J^t globe, will not attempt to account for the close re¬ 
semblance of the distinct species in closely consecutive 
formations, by the physical conditions of the ancient areas 
having remained nearly the saAe, Let it be remembered 
that the forms of life, at least those inhabiting the sea, have 
changed almost simultaneously throughout the world, and 
therefore under the most different climates and conditions. 
Consider the prodigious vicissitudes of climate during the 



GEOLOGICAL SUCCESSION. 


261 


pleistocene period, which includes the whole glacial period, 
and note how little the specific forms of the inhabitants of 
the sea have beeil affected. 

On the^theory lof descent, the full meaning of the fact 
of fossil remains fJom closdy consecutive formations, though 
ranked as distinct species, being closely related, is obvious. 
As the accumulation of each fjgrmation has often been 
interrupted, and as long blank intervals have intervened 
between successive formations, we ought not to expect to 
find, as I attempted to show in the last chapter, in any 
one or two formations all the intermediate varieties between 

4 

the species which appeared at the commencement and close 
of these periods; but we ought to find after intervals, very 
long as measured by years, but only moderately long as 
measured geologically, closely allied forms, or, as they have 
been called by some authors, representative species; and 
these we assuredly do find. We find, in short, such evidence 
of the slow and scarcely sensible mutation of specific forms, 
as w’e have a just right to expect to find. 

On the state of Development of Ancient Forms ,—There 
n’as "been much discussion whether recent forms are more 
highly developed than ancient I will not here enter on 
this subject, for naturalists have not as y^t defined to each 
other's satisfaction what is meant by high and low forms. 
But in one particular sense the more recent forms must, 
on my tneory, be higher than the more ancient; for each 
new splscies is formed by having had some advantage in 
the struggle for life over other and preceding forms. If under 
a nearly similar climate, the eocene inhabitants of qpe quarter 
of tlie MTorld were put ir^o competition with the e^flsting in¬ 
habitants of the same or some other quarter, the eocene fauna 
or flora would certainly be beaten and exterminated ; as would 
a secondary fauna by an eocene, and a palaeozoic fauna by a 
secondary fauna. I do not doubt that this process of improve¬ 
ment has affected in a marked and sensible manner the oig^ni- 
sation of the more recent and victorious forms of life, in 
comparison with the ancient and beaten forms; but I can sec 
no way of testing this sort of progress. Crustaceans, for in¬ 
stance, not the "highest in their own class, may have beaten 
the highest molluscs. From the extraordinary manner in 
which European productions have recently spread over New 
Zealand, and have seized on places which must have been 
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previously occupied, we may believe, if all the animals and 
plants of Great Britain were set free m Nfw Zealand, that in 
the course of time ^ multitude of British fcfrms would become 
thoroughly naturalised there, and would eP.terminqiitc many of 
the natives. On the other hand, from^what we see now 
occurring in New Zealand, and from hardly a single inhabitant 
of the southern hemisphefe having become wild in any part 
of Europe, we may doubt, if all the productions of Nejw 
Zealand were set free in Great Britain, whether any consider¬ 
able number would be enabled to seize on places now occupied 
by our native plants and animals. Under this point of view, 
the productions of Great Britain may he said to be higher 
than those of New Zealand. Yet the most skilful naturalist 
from an examination of the species of the two countries could 
not have foreseen this result. 

Agassiz insists that ancient animals resemble to a certain 
extent the embryos of recent animals of the same classes; or 
that the geological succession of e.tlinct forms is in some 
degree parallel to the embryological development of recent 
forms. I must follow Pictet and Huxley in tliinking that the 
truth of this doctrine is very far from proved. Yet I fuUy ^ 
expect to see it hereafter confirmed, at least in regafC* to 
subordinate groups, which have branched off from each other 
within comparatively recent limes. p'or this doctrine of 
Agassiz accords well with the theory of natural selection. In 
a future chapter 1 shall attempt to show that the differs 

from its embryo, owing to variations supervening at a not 
early age, and being inherited at a corresponding age. This 
process, whilst it leaves the embryo almost unaltered, con¬ 
tinually g^ds, in the ccuise of successive gcneiaiions, i?iore 
and more difference to the adult, t 

Thus the embiyo comes to be left as a sort of picture, pre¬ 
served by nature, of the ancient and less modified condition 
of each aiiinial. This view may be true, and yet it may never 
be capable of lull proof. Seeing, for instance, that the oldest 
mammals, reptiles, and fish strictly belong to their own 
proper classes, though some of these old forms are in a slight 
degree less distinct from each other than are the typical 
members of ihe sa^ne groups at the present day, it would be 
vain to look for animals having the common embryological 
character of the Vertebrata, until beds far beneath the lowest 
Silurian strata are discovered—a discovery of which the chance 
is very small. 
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On the Siiccessum of the same Types within the same areas^ 
durins[ fhe later tertiary periods. —Mr, Cliff many years ago 
showed that the fcfcsil mammals from the Australian caves 
were closely allied the living marsupials of that continent. 
In South America,/I similar relationship is manifest, even to 
an uneducated eye, in the gigantic pieces of armour like those 
of the armadillo, found in severa^ parts of La Plata ; and 
Professor Owen has shown in the most striking manner that 
most of the fossil mammals, buried there in such numbers, are 
related to South American types. This relationship is even 
more clearly seen in the wonderful collection of fossil 
bones made by MM. Lurid and Clausen in the caves of 
Brazil. I was so much impressed with these facts that I 
strongly insisted, in 1839 and 1845, on this “law of the 
succession of types,”—on “ this wonderful relationship in the 
same continent between the dead and the living.'* Professor 
Owen has subsequently extended the same generalisation to 
the mammals of the Old ^Vorld. We see the same law in this 
author's restorations of the extinct and gigantic birds of New 
Zealand. We see it also in the birds of the caves of Brazil. 
Mr. Woodward has shown that the same law holds good with 
Sea oliells, but from the wide distribution of most genera of 
molluscs, it is not well displayed by them. Other cases could 
be added, as the relation between the extinct^ and living land- 
shells of Madeira; and between the extinct and living brackish- 
waler-shells of the Aralo-Caspian Sea. 

Now wnat does this remarkable law of the succession of 
the same types within the same areas mean ? He would be 
a bold man, who after comparing the present climate of 
Australia and of parts of South America under the same 
latitu*de, would attempt to account, on the one nand, by 
dissimilar physical conditions for the dissimilarity of the in¬ 
habitants of these two continents, and, on the other hand, by 
similarity of conditions, for the uniformity of the same types 
in each during the later tertiary periods. Nor can it be pre¬ 
tended that it is an immutable law that marsupials shw^]^ 
have been chiefly or solely produced in Australia; or that 
Edentata and other American types should have been solely 
produced in South America. For we know that Eutope in 
ancient times w’as peopled by numerous marsupiala, and I 
have shown in the publications above alluded to, that in 
America the law of distribution of terrestrial mammals was 
formerly different from what it now is. North America 
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formerly partook strongly of the present character of the 
southern half of the continent; and the southern 'half was 
formerly more closely allied, than it islat present, to the 
northern half. In a similar manner we tnow from Falconer 
and Cautley’s discoveries, that northern I India was formerly 
more closely related in its mammals to ’Africa than it is at 
the present time. Analojjpus facts could be given in relation 
to the distribution of marine animals. 

On the theory of descent with modification, the great law of 
the long enduring, but not immutable, succession of the same 
types within the same areas, is at once explained ; for the in¬ 
habitants of each quarter of the world will obviously tend to 
leave in that quarter, during the next succeeding period of 
time, closely allied though in some degree modified descen¬ 
dants. If the inhabitants of one continent formerly differed 
greatly from those of another continent, so will their modified 
descendants still differ in nearly the same manner and 
degree. But after very long intervajs of time and after great 
geographical changes, permitting much inter-migration, the 
feebler will yield to the more dominant forms, and there 
will be nothing immutable in the laws of past and present 
distribution. 

It may be asked in ridicule, whether I suppose that the 
megatherium ancj other allied huge monsters have left behind 
them in South America the sloth, armadillo, and anteater, as 
their degenerate descendants. This cannot for an instant be 
admitted. These huge animals have become wh^Tfly extinct, 
and have left no progeny. But in the caves of Brazil, there 
are many extinct species which are closely allied in size and 
in other characters to the sjx^cies still living in South America ; 
and softie of these fossils may be the actual progenitdrs of 
living species. It must not be forgotten that, on my theory, all 
the species of the same genus have descended from some one 
species; so that if six genera, each having eight species, be 
found in one geological formation, and in the next succeeding 
,jjpB?iation there be six other allied or representative genera 
with the same number of species, then we may conclude 
that only one species of each of the six older genera has 
left modified dercendants, constituting the six new genera. 
The other seven species of the old genera have all died out 
and have left no progeny. Or, w'hich would probably be a 
far commoner case, two or three species of two or three 
alone of the six older genera will have been the parents of the 
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SIX new genera; me other old species and the other whole 
genera Having became utterly extinct. In failing orders, 
with the genera aj^id species decreasing in numbers, as 
apparently is the of the Edentata of South America, 
still fewer genera a? d species will have left modified blood- 
descendants. * 


Summary of the preceding and present Chapters .—I have 
attempted to show that the geological record is extremely 
imperfect; that only a small portion of the globe has been 
geologically explored with care; that only certain classes of 
organic beings have been largely preserved in a fossil state; 
that the number both of specimens and of species, preserved 
in our museums, is absolutely as nothing compared with the 
incalculable number of generations which must have passed 
away even during a single formation ; that, owing to subsidence 
being necessary for the accumulation of fossiliferous deposits 
thick enough to resist future degradation, enormous intervals 
of time have elapsed between the successive formations; that 
there has probably been more extinction during the periods 
of subsidence, and more variation during the periods of eleva¬ 
tion, Mid during the latter the record will have been least 
perfectly kept; that each single formation has not been con¬ 
tinuously deposited; that the duration of ej|ch formation is, 
perhaps, short compared with the average duration of specific 
forms; that migration has played an important part in the 
first appearance of new forms in any one area and formation; 
that widely ranging species are those which have varied most, 
and have oftenest given rise to new species; and that varieties 
have at first often been local. All these causes taljen con¬ 
jointly, must have tended^ to make the geological »record 
extremely imperfect, and will to a large extent explain why 
we do not find interminable varieties, connecting together all 
the extinct and existing forms of life by the finest graduated 
steps. 

He who rejects these views on the nature of the geologPN?/ 
record, w'ill rightly reject my whole theory. For he may ask 
in vain where are the numberless transitional links which must 
formerly have connected the closely allied or representative 
species, found in the several stages of the same great formation. 
He may disbelieve in the enormous intervals of time which 
have elapsed between our consecutive formations; he may 
overlook how important a part migration must have played, 
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when the formations of any one great region alone, as that 
of Europe, are considered; he may urge the app^ent, but 
often falsely apparent, sudden coming irlof whole groups of 
species. He may ask where are the remans of thpse infinitely 
numerous organisms which must have I existed long before 
the first bed of the Silurian system was deposited: I can 
answer this latter question* only hypothetically, by saying that 
as far as we can see, where our oceans now extend they 
have for an enormous period extended, and where our oscillat¬ 
ing continents now stand they have stood ever since the 
Silurian epoch; but that long before that period, the world 
may have presented a wholly different aspect; and that the 
older continents, formed of formations older than any known 
to us, may now all be in a metamorphosed condition, or 
may lie buried under the ocean. 

Passing from these difficulties, all the other great leading 
facts in palaeontology seem to me simply to follow on the 
theory of descent with modification •through natural selection. 
We can thus understand how it is that new species come in 
slowly and successively; how species of different classes do 
not necessarily change together, or at the same rate, or in the 
same degree; yet in the long run that all undergo modifeation 
to seme extent. The extinction of old forms is the almost 
inevitable consequence of the production of new forms. We 
can understand why when a species has once disappeared it 
never reappears. Groups of species increase ^in numbers 
slowly, and endure for unequal periods of tirnc; for the 
process of modification is necessarily slow, and depends on 
many complex contingencies. The dominant species of the 
larger dominant groups tend to leave many modified descen¬ 
dants, "and thus new sub-groups ^nd groups are formed. As 
these are formed, the species of the less vigorous groups, 
from their inferiority inherited from a common progenitor, 
tend to become extinct together, and to leave no modified 
offspring bn the face of the earth. But the utter extinction 
whole group of species may often be a very slow process, 
from the survival of a few descendants, lingering in protected 
and isolated situations. When a group has once wholly 
disappeared, it does not reappear; for the link of generation 
has been broken. 9 

We can understand how the spreading of the dominant 
forms of life, which are those that oftenest vary, will in the 
lonf^ nin tend to people the world with allied, but modified, 
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descendants ; and rhese will generally succeed in taking the 
places of* those groiips of species which are their inferiors 
in the struggle for existence. Hence, after long intervals of 
time, the pro'Juctionsl-of the world will appear to have changed 
simultaneously. ^ • 

We can understand how it is that all the forms of life, 
ancient and recent, make together#one grand system; for 
all are connected by generation. We can understand, from 
the continued tendency to divergence of character, wliy the 
more ancient a form is, the more it generally differs from 
those now living. Why ancient and extinct forms often tend 
to fill up gaps between existing forms, sometimes blending 
two groups previously classed as distinct into one; but more 
commonly only bringing them a little closer together. The 
more ancient a form is, the more often, apparently, it displays 
characters in some degree intermediate between groups now 
distinct; for the more-ancient a form is, the more nearly it 
will be related to, and consequently resemble, the common 
progenitor of groups, since become widely divergent. Extinct 
forms are seldom directly intermediate between existing forms; 
but are intermediate only by a long and circuitous course 
througiT many extinct and very different forms. We can 
clearly see why the organic remains of closely consecutive 
formations are more closely allied to each ©ther, than are 
those of remote formations; for the forms are more closely 
linked together by generation : we can clearly see why the 
remains of an intermediate formation are intermediate in 
character. * , 

The inhabitants of each successive period in the world’s 
history, have beaten their predecessors in the race ^or life, 
and are, in so far, higher rfn the scale of nature; anfl this 
may account for that vague yet ill-defined sentiment, felt by 
many palaeontologists, that organisation on the whole has 
progressed. If it should hereafter be proved that ancient 
animals resemble to a certain extent the embryos of more 
recent animals of the same class, the fact w'ill be intelligi0!c.' 
The succession of the same types of structure within the 
same areas during the later geological periods ceases to be 
mysterious, and is simply explained by inheritance. 

If then the geoibgical record be as imperfect as I believe 
it to be, and it may at least be asserted that the record 
cannot be proved to be much more perfect, the main 
objections to the theory of natural selection are greatly 
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diminished or disappear. On the otherMiand, all the chief 
laws of palaeontology plainly proclaim,-, as it seehns to me, 
that species have been produced by ordinary generation : old 
forms having been supplanted by newmand ii^proved forms 
of life, produced by the lawa of variation still acting round 
us, and preserved by Natural Selection. 



CHAPTER XL 


Geographical Di!*-riijution. 

Present distribution cannot be accounted for by differences in physical 
conditions—Importance of barriers—Affinity of the productions of 
the same continent —Centres of creation—Means of dispersal, by 
changCA of clnnaie and of the level of the land, and by occasional 
means—Dispersal during the Glacial period co-extcnsive with the 
world. 


In considering the distribution of organic beings over the face 
of the globe, the first great fact which strikes us is, that 
neither the similarity nor the dissimilarity of the inhabitants 
of various regions can be accounted for by their cliniatal and 
other physical conditions. Of late, almost every author who 
has studied the subject has come to this conclusion. The 
case of America alone would almost suffice to,prove its truth : 
for if we exclude the northern parts where the circumpolar 
land is almost continuous, all authors agree that one of the 
most fundamental divisions in geographical distribution is that 
between the New and Old Worlds; yet if w^e travel over the 
vast American continent, from the central parts of the United 
Stales to its extreme southern point, we meet with 4 jie most 
diversified conditions; the piost humid districts, arid deserts, 
lofty mountains, grassy plains, forests, marshes, lakes, and 
great rivers, under almost every temperature. There is 
hardly a climate or condition in the Old World which cannot 
be paralleled in the New—at least as closely as the same 
species generally require; for it is a most rare case to 
a group of organisms confined to any small spot, having 
i:onditions peculiar in only a slight degree; for instance, 
small areas in the Old World could be pointed out hotter 
than any in the New World, yet these are not inhabited by 
a peculiar fauna or flora. Notwithstanding this parallelism 
in the conditions of the Old and New Worlds, how widely 
different are their living productions! 
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In the southern hemisphere, if we compare large tracts of 
land in Australia, South Africa, and \ves( ern South America, 
between latitudes 25° and 35°, we shall^find parts extremely 
similar in all their conditions, yet it wduld not. be possible 
to point out three faunas and floras mq*re utterly dissimilar. 
Or again we may compare the productions of South America 
south of lat. 35° with thoje north of 25^, which consequently 
inhabit a considerably different climate, and they will be 
found incomparably more closely related to each other, than 
they are to the product'ons of Australia or Africa under 
nearly the same climate. Analogous facts could be given 
with respect to the inhabitants of the sea. 

A second great fact which strikes us in our general review 
is, that barriers of any kind, or obstacles to free migration, 
are related in a close and important manner to the differences 
between the productions of various regions. We see this in 
the great difference of nearly all the terrestrial productions of 
the New and Old Worlds, excepting in the northern parts, 
where the land almost joins, and where, under a slightly 
different climate, there might have been free migration for 
the northern temperate forms, as there now is for the strictly 
arctic productions. We see the same fact in the^ great 
difference between the inhabitants of Australia, Africa, and 
South America^under the same latitude: for these countries 
are almost as much isolated from each other as is possible. 
On each continent, also, we see the same fact^ for on the 
opposite sides of lofty and continuous mountain-ranges, and 
of great deserts, and sometimes even of large rivers, w'C find 
different productions ; though as mountain-chains, deserts, 
&c., ^r€ not as impassable, or likely to have endured so 
long as the oceans separating cofitinents, the differences are 
very inferior in degree to those characteristic of distinct 
continents. 

Turning to the sea, we find the same law. No two marine 
faimas are more distinct, with hardly a fish, shell, or crab in 
^femmon, than those of the eastern and western shores of 
South and Central America; yet these great faunas are 
separated only by the narrow, but impassable, isthmus of 
Panama. Westward of the shores of America, a wide space 
of open ocean extends, with not an island' as a halting-place 
for emigrants; here we have a barrier of another kind, and 
as soon as this is passed we meet in the eastern islands of the 
Pacific, with another and totally distinct fauna. So that here 
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three marine faunite range far northward and southward, in 
parallel Bnes not fajr from each other, under corresponding 
climates; but froir^ being separated from each other by 
impassable barriers,'i either of land or open sea, they are 
wholly distinct. On the other hand, proceeding still further 
westward from the cistern islands of the tropical parts of the 
Pacific, we encounter no impassable barriers, and we have 
innumerable islands as halting-places, until after travelling 
over a hemisphere we come to the shores of Africa; and over 
this vast space we meet with no well-defined and distinct 
marine faunas. Although hardly 5 ne shell, crab or fish is 
common to the above-named three approximate faunas of 
Eastern and Western America and the eastern Pacific islands, 
yet many fish range from the Pacific into the Indian Ocean, 
and many shells are common to the eastern islands of the 
Pacific and the eastern shores of Africa, on almost exactly 
opposite meridians of longitude. 

A third great fact, partly included in the foregoing statements, 
is the affinity of the productions of the same continent or sea, 
though the species themselves are distinct at different points 
and stations. It is a law of the widest generality, and every 
contirMint offers innumerable instances. Nevertheless the 
naturalist in travelling, for instance, from north to south never 
fails to be struck by the manner in which successive groups 
of beings, specifically distinct, yet clearly related, replace each 
other. He^hears from closely allied, yet distinct kinds of 
birds, notes nearly similar, land sees their nests similarly 
constructed, but not quite alike, with eggs coloured in nearly 
the same manner. * The plains near the Straits of Magellan 
are inhabited by one species of Rhea (American ostych), and 
northward the plains of La Plata by another species •of the 
same genus ; and not by a true ostrich or emeu, like those 
found in Africa and Australia under the sam^ latitude. On 
these same plains of La Plata, we see the agouti and bizcacha, 
animate having nearly the same habits as our hares and 
rabbits and l^elonging to the same order of Rodents, but 
plainly display an American type of structure. We ascend 
the lofty peaks of the Cordillera and we find an alpine species 
of bizcacha; we look to the waters, and we do not find the 
beaver or musk-vat, but the coypu and capybara, rodents 
of the American type. Innumerable other instances could 
be given. If we look to the islands off the American shore, 
however much they may differ in geological structure, the 
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inhabitants, though they may be all pojuliar species, ; 
essentially American. We. may look hafk to past' ages, 
shown in the last chapter, and we find American types th 
prevalent on the American continent afcd in the Americ 
seas. We see in these facts some deef| organic bond, j 
vailing throughout space and time, over the same areas 
land and water, and indenendent of their physical conditic 
The naturalist must feef little curiosity, who is not led 
inquire what this bond is. 

This bond, on my theoi^, is simply inlieritance, that ca 
which alone, as far as we positively know, produces organif 
quite like, or, as we see in the case of varieties nearly 1 
each other. The dissimilarity of the inhabitants of differ 
regions may be attributed to modification through nati 
selection, and in a quite subordinate degree to the dii 
influence of different physical conditions. The degree 
dissimilarity will depend on the migration of the m 
dominant forms of life from one region into another hav 
been effected with more or less ease, at periods more or 1 
remote;—on the nature and number of the former immigrar 
—and on their action and reaction, in their mutual slrugg 
for life;—the relation of organism to organism being, a* 
have already often remarked, the most iin[)orlant of 
relations. Thus the high importance of barriers comes i 
play by checking migration; as does time for the slow proc 
of modification through natural selection. Wjdely-rang 
species, abounding in individuals, which have alrer 
triumphed over many competitors m their own widely-extenc 
homes will have the best chance of seizing on new plac 
when they spread into new countries. In their new hor 
they will be exposed to new conditions, and will frequer 
undergo further modification and im])rovement; and tl 
they will become still further victorious, and will prodi 
groups of modified descendants. On this principle 
inheritance with modification, we can understand how il 
sections of genera, whole genera, and even families 
confined to the same areas, as is so commonly and notoriou 
the case. 

I believe, as was remarked in the last chapter, in no 
of necessary development. As the variability of each spec 
is an independent property, and will be taken advantage 
by natural selection, only so hr as it profits the individ 
in its complex struggle for life, so the degree of mod 
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1 in difference species will be no uniform quantity, If, 
nstance, a nuipber of species, which stand in direct 
letition with each other, migrate in a body into a new 
^ afterwards isolated country, they will be little liable to 
fication^ for neither migration nor isolation in themselves 
do anything. ^Phese principles come into play only by 
;ing organisms into new relations with each other, and 
lesser degree with the surrourfding physical conditions, 
have seen in the last chapter that some forms have 
ned nearly the same character from an enormously 
>te geological period, so certain species have migrated 
vast spaces, and have not become greatly modified, 
n these views, it is obvious, that the several species of 
same genus, though inhabiting the most distant quarters 
he world, must originally have proceeded from the same 
ce, as they have descended from the same progenitor. 

. ;he case of those species, which have undergone during 
lie geological periods Jljut little modification, there is not 
:h difficulty in believing that they may have migrated from 
same region; for during the vast geographical and climatal 
nges which will have supervened since ancient times, 

. ost any amount of migration is possible. But in many 
er cases, in which we have reason to believe that the 
. cies of a genus have been produced within comparatively 
2nt times, there is great difficulty on tTiis head. It is 
y obvious that the individuals of the same species, though 
V inhabfting distant and isolated regions, must hawe 
ceeded from one spot, where their parents were first 
(duced: for, as Explained in the last chapter, it is incredible 
t individuals identically the same should ever Ij^ve been 
idflced through natural selection from parents spe«ifically 
tlnct. * 

We are thus brought to the question which has been 
gely discussed by naturalists, namely, whether species 
VC been created at one or more points of the earth’s surface, 
idoubtedly there are very many cases of extreme diffi0fcJ!^y, 
understanding how the same species could possibly have 
grated from some one point to the several distant and 
ilated points, where now found. Nevertheless the simplicity 
the view tha% each species was first produced within a 
iglc region captivates the mind. He who rejects it, rejects 
e vera causa of ordinary generation with subsequent 
igration, and calls in the agency of a miracle. It is uni- 

18 
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versally admitted, that in most cases the ^ea inhabited by a 
species is continuous; and when a plan| or animal inhabits 
two points so distant from each other, oi^ with an interval of 
such a nature, that the space could not be easily passed over 
by migration, the fact is given as something refiiarkable and 
exceptional. The capacity of migrating across the sea is 
more distinctly limited terrestrial mammals, than perhaps 
in any other organic beings; and, accordingly, we fin/1 no 
inexplicable cases of the same mammal inhabiting distant 
points of the world. No^eologist will feel any difficulty in 
such cases as Great Britain having been formerly united to 
Europe, and consequently possessing the same quadrupeds. 
But if the same species can be produced at two separate 
points, why do we not find a single mammal common to 
Europe and Australia or South America? The conditions 
of life are nearly the same, so that a multitude of European 
animals and plants have become naturalised in America 
and Australia; and some of the aboriginal plants are identi¬ 
cally the same at these distant points of the northern and 
southern hemispheres? The answer, as I believe, is, that 
mammals have not been able to migrate, whereas some 
plants, from their varied means of dispersal, have migrated 
across the vast and broken interspace. The great and striking 
influence which t)arriers of every kind have had on distribution, 
is intelligible only on the view that the great majority of 
species have been produced on one side alone, and have 
not been able to migrate to the other side. Some few 
families, many sub families, very many genera, and a still 
greater numbei of sections of genera are confined to a single 
region; ^^nd it has been obseived by several naturalists, 
that the most natural genera, ^or those genera in 'which 
the species are most closely related to each other, are 
generally local, or confined to one area. What a strange 
anomaly it would be, if, when coming one step lower in 
the series, to the individuals of the same species, a directly 
opposite rule prevailed; and species were not local, but 
had been produced in two or more distinct areas ! 

Hence it seems to me, as it has to many other naturalists, 
that the view of each species having been produced in one 
area alone, and having subsequently migrated from that 
area as far as its powers of migration and subsistence under 
past and present conditions permitted, is the most probable. 
Undoubtedly many cases occur, in which we cannot explain 
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how the same species could have passed from one poitit 
to the Other. But^ the geographical and climatal changes, 
which have certainly occurred within recent geological times, 
must have interrupted or rendered discontinuous the formerly 
continuous rSnge of many species. So that we are reduced 
to consider whetheJr the exceptions to continuity of range 
are so numerous and of so grave a nature, that we ought 
to give up the belief, rendered provable by general consider¬ 
ations, that each species has been produced within one 
area, and has migrated thence as far as it could. It would 
be hopelessly tedious to discuss ‘all the exceptional cases 
of the same species, now living at distant and separated 
points; nor do I for a moment pretend that any explanation 
could be offered of many such cases. But after some 
preliminary remarks, I will discuss a few of the most striking 
classes of facts; namely, the existence of the same species 
on the summits of distant mountain-ranges, and at distant 
points in the arctic and Antarctic regions; and secondly (in 
the following chapter), the wide distribution of fresh-water 
productions; and thirdly, the occurrence of the same terrestrial 
species on islands and on the mainland, though separated 
by hundreds of miles of open sea. If the existence of the 
same species at distant and isolated points of the earth’s 
surface, can in many instances be explained on the view 
of each species having migrated from a single birthplace; 
then, considering our ignorance with respect to former 
climatal an^d geographical changes and various occasional 
means of transport, the belief that this has been the universal 
law, seems to me‘incomparably the safest. 

In discussing this subject, we shall be enabl^ at the 
same* time to consider a point equally important for us, 
namely, whether the sever^l distinct species of a genus, which 
on my theory have all descended from a common progenitor, 
can have migrated (undergoing modification during some 
part of their migration) from the area inhabited by their 
progenitor. If it can be shown to be almost invariably»,t;he 
case, that a region, of which most of its inhabitants are 
closely related to, or belong to the same genera with the 
species of a second region, has probably received at some 
former period immigrants from this other region, my theory 
will be strengthened; for we can clearly understand, on the 
principle of modification, why the inhabitants of a region 
should be related to those of another region, whence it has 
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been stocked. A volcanic island, for insy.nce, upheaved and 
formed at the distance of a few hundreds of miles from a 
continent, would probably receive from jt in the course of 
time a few colonists, and their descendants, though modified, 
would still be plainly related by inheritance to tRe inhabitants 
of the continent. Cases of this naturtf are common, and 
are, as we shall hereafter more fully see, inexplicable on 
the theory of independent creation. I'his view of the relation 
of species in one region to those in another, does not aiffer 
much (by substituting the word variety for species) from 
that lately advanced in an ingenious paper by Mr. Wallace, 
in which he concludes, that “every species has come into 
existence coincident both in space and time with a pre-existing 
closely allied species.” And I now know from correspondence, 
that this coincidence he attributes to generation with 
modification. 

The previous remarks on “ single and multiple centres 
of creation ” do not directly bear oi^ another allied question,— 
namely whether all the individuals of the same species have 
descended from a single pair, or single hermaphrodite, or 
whether, as some authors suppose, from many individuals 
simultaneously created. With those organic beings • w'hich 
never intercross (if such exist), the species^ on my theory, 
must have descended from a succession of improved varieties, 
which will never have blended with other individuals or 
varieties, but will have sup[)lanted each other; so that, at 
each successive stage of modification and imprWement, all 
the individuals of each variety will have dcscendcMi from a 
single parent. But in the majority of c^ses, namely, with 
all orgai^sms which habitually unite for each birth, or which 
often intercross, I believe that during the slow proedss of 
modification the individuals of Ae species will have been 
kept nearly uniform by intercrossing ; so that many individuals 
will have gone on simultaneously changing, and the whole 
amount of modification will not have been due, at each stage, 
to^Viscent from a single parent. To illustrate what I mean : 
our English race-horses differ slightly from the horses of 
every other breed; but they do not owe their difference 
and superiority to descent from any single pair, but to con¬ 
tinued care in selecting and training many individuals during 
many generations. 

Before discussing the three classes of facts, which I have 
selected as presenting the greatest amount of difficulty on 
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the theory of “sii^le centres of creation," I must say a few 
words oTi the mealjs of dispersal 

Means of Dispersal —Sir C. Lyell and other authors have 
ably treated^this subject. I can give here only the briefest 
abstract of the mire important facts. Change of climate 
must have had a powerful influence on migration ; a region 
when its climate was different may have been a high road 
for migration, but now be impassable; I shall, however, 
presently have to discuss this branch of the subject in some 
detail Changes of level, in the land must also have been 
highly influential: a narrow isthmus now separates two marine 
faunas; submerge it, or let it formerly have been submerged, 
and the two faunas will now blend or may formerly have 
blended; where the sea now extends, land may at a former 
period have connected islands or possibly even continents 
together, and thus have allowed terrestrial productions to 
pass from one to the other. No geologist will dispute that 
great mutations of level, have occurred within the period 
of existing organisms. Edward Forbes insisted that all the 
islands in the Atlantic must recently have been connected 
with Europe or Africa, and Europe likewise with America. 
Other authors have thus hypothetically bridged over every 
ocean, and have united almost every island to some mainland. 
If indeed the arguments used by Forbes are to be trusted, 
it must be admitted that scarcely a single island exists which 
has not recently been united to some continent. This view 
cuts the* Gordian knot of the dispersal of the same ^ecies 
to the most distant points, and removes many a difl^ulty: 
but to the best of my judgment we are not authorized in 
adm*tting such enormous geographical changes witbin the 
period of existing species. It seems to me that we have 
abundant evidence of great oscillations of level in our 
continents; but not of such vast changes in their position 
and extension, as to have united them within the recent period 
to each other and to the several intervening oceanic i^ids. 
1 freely admit the former existence of many islands, now 
buried beneath the sea, which may have served as halting- 
places for plants and for many animals during their migration. 
In the coral-pr( 5 ducing oceans such sunken islands are now 
marked, as I believe, by rings of coral or atolls standing over 
them. Whenever it is fully admitted, as I believe it will 
some day be, that each species has proceeded from a single 
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birthplace, and when in the course of time we know something 
definite about the means of distribution, jve shall brf enabled 
to speculate with security on the former extension of the 
land. But I do not believe that it will ever be proved that 
within the recent period continents which ar6 now quite 
separate, have been continuously, or aknost continuously, 
united with each other, and with the many existing oceanic 
islands. Several facts in distribution,—such as the gr^at 
difference in the marine faunas on the opposite sides of almost 
every continent,—the clos^ relation of the tertiary inhabitants 
of several lands and even seas to their present inhabitants,— 
a certain degree of relation (as we shall hereafter see) between 
the distribution of mammals and the depth of the sea,— 
these and other such facts seem to me opposed to the 
admission of such prodigious geographical revolutions within 
the recent period, as are necessitated on the view advanced 
by Forbes and admitted by his many followers. The nature 
and relative proportions of the inhabitants of oceanic islands 
likewise seem to me opposed to the belief of their former 
continuity with continents. Nor does their almost universally 
volcanic composition favour the admission that they are the 
wrecks of sunken continents;—if they had originally eixisted 
as mountain-ranges on the land, some at least of the islands 
would have been formed, like other mountain-summits, of 
granite, metamorphic schists, old fossiliferous or other such 
rocks, instead of consisting of mere piles of volcanic matter. 

I must now say a few words on what are callecl accidental 
means^ but which more properly might be called occasional 
means of distribution. I shall here confine myself to plants. 
In botarycal works, this or that plant is stated to be ill 
adapted for wide dissemination;^ but for transport abross 
the sea, the greater or less facilitie*s may be said to be almost 
wholly unknown. Until I tried, with Mr. Berkeley’s aid, a 
few experiments, it was not even known how far seeds could 
resist the injurious action of sea-water. To my surprise I 
fomtfi* that out of 87 kinds, 64 germinated after an immersion 
of 28 days, and a few survived an immersion of 137 days. 
For convenienc*. sake I chiefly tried small seeds, without 
the capsule or fruit; and as all of these sank in a few days, 
they could not be floated across wide sp&ces of the sea, 
whether or not they were injured by the salt-water. After¬ 
wards I tried some larger fruits, capsules, &c., and some 
of these floated for a long time. It is well known what a 
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difference there irw in the buoyancy of green and seasoned 
timber ;*and it oc^rred to me that floods might wash down 
plants or branches, and that these might be dried on the 
banks, and then by a fresh rise in the stream be washed 
into the sea^ Hence I was led to dry stems and branches 
of 94 plants with i<pe fruit, and to place them on sea-water. 
The majority sank quickly, but some which whilst green 
floated for a very short time, >^en dried floated much 
longer; for instance, ripe hazel-nuts sank immediately, but 
when dried, they floated for 90 ^ays and afterwards when 
planted they germinated; an aspaiagus plant with ripe berries 
floated for 23 days, when dried it floated for 85 days, and the 
seeds afterwards germinated: the ripe seeds of Helosciadium 
sank in two days, when dried they floated for above 90 days, 
and afterwards germinated. Altogether out of the 94 dried 
plants, 18 floated for above 28 days, and some of the 18 floated 
for a very much longer period. So that as |4 seeds germi¬ 
nated after an immersion of 28 days; and as ^ plants with 
ripe fruit (but not all the same species as in the foregoing 
experiment) floated, after being dried, for above 2S days, 
as far as we may infer anything from these scanty facts, 
we may conclude that the seeds of yW plants of any country 
might be floated by sea-currents during 28 days, and would 
retain their power of germination. In Johnston^s Physical 
Atlas, the average rate of the several Atlantic currents is 
33 miles p^r diem (some currents running at the rate of 60 
miles per diem); on this average, the seeds of y^% plants 
belonging to one ^country might be floated across 924 miles 
of sea to another country; and when stranded, if blown to 
a favourable spot by an inland gale, they would geminate. 
Subsequently to my experiments, M. Martens tried* similar 
ones, but in a much better manner, for he placed the seeds 
m a box in the actual sea, so that they were alternately 
wet and exposed to the air like really floating plants. He 
tried 98 seeds, mostly different from mine; but he chose 
many large fruits and likewise seeds from plants whiAvlive 
near the sea; and this would have favoured the average 
length of their flotation and of their resistance to the injurious 
action of the salt-water. On the other hand he did not 
previously dry \he plants or branches with the fruit; and 
this, as we have seen, would have caused some of them 
to have floated much longei. The result was that ^ of 
his seeds floated for 42 days, and were then capable of germi- 
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nation. But I do not doubt that plants «posed to the waves 
would float for a less time than those prjStected frofn violent 
movement as in our experiments. Therefore it would perhaps 
be safer to assume that the seeds of about plants of a 
flora, after having been dried, could be floated across a space 
of sea 900 miles in width, and would tllen germinate. The 
fact of the larger fruits often floating longer than the small, 
is interesting; as plants with large seeds or fruit could hardly 
be transported by any other means; and Alph. de Candolle 
has shown that such plants generally have restricted ranges. 

But seeds may be occasionally transported in another 
manner. Drift timber is thrown up on most islands, even 
on those in the midst of the widest oceans; and the natives 
of the coral-islands in the Pacific, procure stones for their 
tools, solely from the roots of drifted trees, these stones 
being a valuable royal tax. I find on examination, that when 
irregularly shaped stones are imbedded in the roots of trees, 
small parcels of earth are very frequently enclosed in their 
interstices and behind them,—so perfectly that not a particle 
could be washed away in the longest transport: out of one 
small portion of earth thus completely enclosed by wood in 
an oak about 50 years old, three dicotyledonous*'plants 
germinated : I am certain of the accuracy of this observation. 
Again, I can show that the carcasses of birds, when floating 
on the sea, sometimes- escape being immediately devoured; 
and seeds of many kinds in the crops of floatiijg birds long 
retain their vitality: peas and vetches, for instance, are killed 
by even a few days’ immersion in sea-water; but some taken 
out of the crop of a pigeon, which had 'floated on artificial 
salt-watej.for 30 days, to my surprise nearly all germinated. 

Livitfig birds can hardly fail to be highly effective agents 
in the transportation of seeds. ’ I could give many facts 
showing how frequently birds of many kinds are blown by 
gales to vast distances across the ocean. We may I think 
safely assume that under such circumstances their rate of 
fligte would often be 35 ihiles an hour; and some authors 
^ve given a far higher estimate. I have never seen an 
instance of nut itious seeds passing through the intestines 
of a bird ; but hard seeds of fruit will pass uninjured through 
even the digestive organs of a turkey. In^he course of two 
months, I picked up in my garden 12 kinds of seeds, out 
of the excrement of small birds, and these seemed perfect, 
and some of tiiem, which I tried, germinated. But the 
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following fact is nvore important: the crops of birds do not 
secrete gastric jui<!|p, and do not in the least injure, as I 
know by trial, the germination of seeds ; now after a bird 
has found and devoured a large supply of food, it is positively 
asserted that'all the grains do not pass into the gizzard for 
12 or even 18 hoijts. A bird in this interval might easily 
be blown to the distance of 500 miles, and hawks are known 
to look out for tired birds, and tRe contents of their torn 
crops might thus readily get scattered. Mr. Brent informs 
me that a friend of his had to gi^e up flying carrier-pigeons 
from France to England, as the hawks on the English coast 
destroyed so many on their arrival. Some hawks and owls 
bolt their prey whole, and after an interval of from twelve 
to twenty hours, disgorge pellets, which, as I know from 
experiments made in the Zoological Gardens, include seeds 
capable of germination. Some seeds of the oat, wheat, 
millet, canary, hemp, clover, and beet germinated after having 
. been from twelve to tw^mty-one hours in the stomachs of 
different birds of prey; and tw^o seeds of beet grew after 
having been thus retained fof two days and fourteen hours. 
Fresh-water fish, I find, eat seeds of many land and water 
plants j fish are frequently devoured by birds, and thus the 
seeds might be transported from place to place. I forced 
many kinds of seeds into the stomachs of d^d fish, and then 
gave their bodies to fishing-eagles, storks, and pelicans; these 
birds after an interval of many hours, either rejected the 
seeds in pellets or passed them in their excrement; and 
several of these seeds retained their power of germination. 
Certain seeds, however, w^ere always killed by this process. 

Although the beaks and feet of birds are geneiilly quite 
cleaif, I can show that earth sometimes adheres to* them: 
in one instance I removed fwenty-two grains of dry argillaceous 
earth from one foot of a partridge, and in this earth there was 
a pebble quite as large as the seed of a vetch. Thus seeds 
might occasionally be transported to great distances; for 
many facts could be given showing that soil almost every^iere 
is charged with seeds. Reflect for a moment on the millions 
of quails which annually cioss the MedUerraneafi; and can 
we doubt that the earth adhering to their feet would some¬ 
times include a'few minute seeds? But 1 shall presently 
have to recur to this subject. 

As icebergs are known to be sometimes loaded with earth 
and stones, and have even carried brushw^ood, bones, and 
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the nest of a land-bird, I can hardly doubt that they must 
occasionally have transported seeds fromf one part fo another 
of the arctic and antarctic regions, as suggested by Lyell; and 
during the Glacial period from one part of the now temperate 
regions to another. In the Azores, from the^large number 
of the species of plants common to Eirope, in comparison 
with the plants of other oceanic islands nearer to the mainland, 
and (as remarked by Mr. H. C. Watson) from the some\^jhat 
northern character of the flora in comparison with the latitude, 
I suspected that these isjands had been partly stocked by ice- 
borne seeds, during the Glacial epoch. At my request Sir C. 
Lyell wrote to M. Hartung to inquire whether he had observed 
erratic boulders on these islands, and he answered that he 
had found large fragments of granite and other rocks, which 
do not occur in the archipelago. Hence we may safely 
infer that icebergs formerly landed their rocky burthens on 
the shores of these mid-ocean islands, and it is at least 
possible that they may have brought thither the seeds of 
northern plants. 

Considering that the several above means of transport, and 
that several other means, which without doubt remain to be 
■discovered, have been in action year after year, for centuries 
and tens of thousands of years, it would I think be a mar¬ 
vellous fact if ,many plants had not thus become widely 
transported. These means of transport are sometimes called 
accidental, but this is not strictly correct: the ciyrents of the 
sea are not accidental, nor is the defection of prevalent gales 
of wind. It should be observed that scarcely anymeans of 
transport would carry seeds for very great distances ; for seeds 
do not retain their vitality when exposed for a great length of 
time to the action of sea-water j nor could they be .long 
carried in the crops or intestines of birds. These means, 
however, would suffice for occasional transport across tracts 
of sea some hundred miles in breadth, or from island to 
island, or from a continent to a neighbouring island, but not 
froffi one distant continent to another. The floras of distant 
continents would not by such means become mingled in any 
great degree; but ,would remain as distinct as we now see 
them to be. The currents, from their course, would iiiever 
bring seeds from North America to Bril&in, though they 
might and do bung seeds from the West Indies to our 
western shores, where, if not killed by so long an immersion 
in salt-Tivatei, they could not endure our climate. Almost 
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every year, one or two land-birds are blown across the whole 
Atlantic Ocean, fror'ih North America to the western shores of 
Ireland and England; but seeds could be transported by 
these wanderers only by one means, namely, in dirt sticking 
to their feet, \?hich is in itself a rare accident. Even in this 
case, how small would the chance be of a seed falling on 
favourable soil, and coming to raatuyty ! But it would be a 
great error to argue that because a well-stocked island, like 
Great Britain, has not, as far as is known (and it would be 
very difficult to prove this), receded within the last few 
centuries, through occasional means of transport, immigrants 
from Europe or any other continent, that a poorly-stocked 
island, though standing more remote from the mainland, 
would not receive colonists by similar means. I do not 
doubt that out of twenty seeds or animals transported to an 
island, even if far less well-stocked than Britain, scarcely more 
than one would be so well fitted to its new home, as to 
become naturalised. But»this, as it seems to me, is no valid 
argument against what would be effected by occasional means 
of transport, during the long lapse of geological time, whilst 
an island was being upheaved and formed, and before it had 
become fully stocked with inhabitants. On almost bare land, 
with few or no other destructive insects or birds living there, 
nearly every seed, which chanced to arrive, wpuld be sure to 
germinate and survive. 

Dispersal 'during the Gipcial period .—The identity of many 
plants and animals, jon mountain-summits, separated from each 
other by hundreds of miles of lowlands, where the Alpine 
soecies could not possibly exist, is one of the most striking 
cases Vnown of the same syecies living at distant pointy with¬ 
out the apparent possibility of their having migrated from one 
to the other. It is indeed a remarkable fact to see so many 
of the same plants living on the snowy regions of the Alps 
or Pyrenees, and in the extreme northern parts of Europe; 
but it is far more remarkable, that the plants on the V^iite 
Mountains, in the United States of America, are all the same 
with those of Labrador, and nearly all the same, as we hear 
from Asa Gray, with those on the loftiest mountains of Europe. 
Even as long ago'as 1747, such facts led Gmelin to conclude 
that the same species must have been independently created 
at several distinct points ; and we might have remained in this 
same belief, had not .Agassiz and others called vivid attention 
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to the Glacial period, which, as we shall immediately see, 
affords a simple explanation of these factsl We have evidence 
of almost every conceivable kind, organic and inorganic, that 
within a very recent geological period, central Europe and 
North America suffered under an Arctic climate. The ruins 
of a house burnt by fire do not tell thfliir tale more plainly, 
than do the mountains ^f Scotland and Wales, with their 
scored flanks, polished surfaces, and perched boulders, of (the 
icy streams with which their valleys were lately filled. So 
greatly has the climate o^ Europe changed, that in Northern 
Italy, gigantic moraines, left by old glaciers, are now clothed 
by the vine and maize. Throughout a large part of the 
United States, erratic boulders, and rocks scored by drifted 
icebergs and coast-ice, plainly reveal a former cold period- 

The former influence of the glacial climate on the distribu¬ 
tion of the inhabitants of Europe, as explained with remarkable 
clearness by Edward Forbes, is substantially as follows. But 
we shall follow the changes more readily, by supposing a new 
glacial period to come slowly on, and then pass away, as 
formerly occurred. As the cold came on, and as each more 
southern zone became fitted for arctic beings and ill-fitted for 
their former more temperate inhabitants, the latter would be 
supplanted and arctic productions would take their places. 
The inhabitant!^ of the more temperate regions would at the 
same lime travel southward, unless they were stopped by 
barriers, in which case tiiey would perish. T]je mountains 
would become covered w'ith snow ^nd ice, and their former 
Alpine inhabitants would descend to the plains. By the time 
that the cold fiad reached its maximum, w’e should have a 
uniform ^rctic fauna and flora, covering the central parts of 
Europe, ^as far south as the Aljjs and Pyrenees, and even 
stretching into Spain. The now temperate regions of the 
United Stales would likewise be covered by arctic plants and 
animals, and these would be nearly the same with those of 
Europe; for the present circumpolar inhabitants, which we 
su^ose to have everywhere travelled southward, are remark¬ 
ably uniform round the world. We may suppose that the 
Glacial period came on a little earlier or later in North 
America than in Europe, so will the southern migration there 
have been a lutle earlier or later; but this will make no 
difference in the final result. 

As the warmth returned, the arctic forms would retreat 
northward, closely followed up in their retreat by the pro- 
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ductions of the more temperate regions. And as the snow 
melted ftom the bases of the mountains, the arctic forms 
would seize on the cleared and thawed ground, always 
ascending higher and higher, as the warmth increased, whilst 
their brethreif were pursuing their northern journey. Hence, 
when the warmth h|d fully returned, the same arctic species, 
which had lately lived in a body together on the low'lands of 
the Old and New Worlds, would be left isolated on distant 
mountain-summits (having been exterminated on all lesser 
heights) and in the arctic regions of Loth hemispheres. 

Thus we can understand, the identity of many plants at 
points so immensely remote as on the mountains of the 
United States and of Europe. We can thus also understand 
the fact that the Alpine plants of each mountain-range are 
more especially related to the arctic forms living due north 
or nearly due north of them : for the migration as the cold 
came on, and the re-migration on the returning warmth, will 
generally have been due sQuth and north. The Alpine plants, 
for example, of Scotland, as remarked by Mr. H. C. Watson, 
and those of the Pyrenees, as remarked by Ramond, are 
more especially allied to the plants of northern Scandinavia; 
those of the United States to Labrador; those of the moun¬ 
tains of Siberia to the arctic regions of that country. These 
views, grounded as they are on the perfectly, well-ascertained 
occurrence of a former Glacial period, seem to me to explain 
in so satisfaj:tory a manner the present distribution of the 
Alpine and Arctic productions of Europe and America, that 
when in 'other regions w'e find the same species on distant 
mountain-summits, we may almost conclude without other 
evidence, that a colder climate permitted their former migra¬ 
tion across the low intervciiing tracts, since become toc^warm 
for their existence. 

If the climate, since the Glacial period, has ever been in 
any degree warmer than at present (as some geologists in the 
United States believe to have been the case, chiefl^y from the 
distribution of the fossil Gnathodon), then the arcti<?iind 
temperate productions will at a very late period have marched 
a little further north, and subsequently have retreated to their 
present homes ; but 1 have met with no satisfactory evidence 
with respect to tl?is intercalated slightly warmer period, since 
the Glacial period. 

The arctic forms, during their long southern migration and 
re-migralion northward, will have been exposed to nearly the 
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same climate, and, as is especially to be noticed, they will have 
kept in a body together i consequently tllieir mutual* relations 
will not have been much disturbed, and, in accordance with 
the principles inculcated in this volume, they will not have 
been liable to much modification. But with otir Alpine pro¬ 
ductions, left isolated from the mome|>t of the returning 
warmth, first at the bas^s and ultimately on the summits of 
the mountains, the case will have been somewhat different; ^or 
it is not likely that all the same arctic species will have been 
left on mountain ranges ^distant from each other, and have 
survived there ever since; they will, also, in all probability 
have become mingled with ancient Alpine species, which must 
have existed on the mountains before the commencement of 
the Glacial epoch, and which during its coldest period will 
have been temporarily driven down to the plains; they will, 
also, have been exposed to somewhat different climatal 
influences. Their mutual relations will thus have been in 
some degree disturbed; consequently they will have been 
liable to modification; and this we find has been the case; 
for if we compare the present Alpine plants and animals of 
the several great European mountain-ranges, though very 
many of the species are identically the same, some •present 
varieties, some are ranked as doubtful forms, and some few 
are distinct yet plosely allied or representative species. 

In illustrating what, as I believe, actually took place during 
the Glacial period, I assumed that at its commencement the 
arctic productions were as uniform round the polar regions as 
they are at the present day. But the foregoing remarks on 
distribution apply not only to strictly arctic forms, but also to 
many su6-arctic and to some few northern temperate forms, 
for scJme of these are the same on the lower mountaihs and 
on the plains of North America and Europe; and it may be 
reasonably asked how I account for the necessary degree of 
uniformity of the sub-arctic and northern temperate forms 
round the world, at the commencement of the Glacial period. 
At^he present day, the sub-arctic and northern temperate 
productions of the Old and New Worlds are separated from 
each other by ti.e Atlantic Ocean and by the extreme northern 
part of the Pacific. During the Glacial period, when the 
inhabitants of the Old and New Worlds liVed further south¬ 
wards than at present, they must have been still more com¬ 
pletely separated by wider spaces of ocean. I believe the 
above difficulty may be surmounted by looking to still earlier 



GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION. 


287 


changes of climate of an opposite nature. We have gooS 
reason to'believe that during the newer Pliocene period, before 
the Glacial epoch, and whilst the majority of the inhabitants 
of the world were specifically the same as now, the climate 
was warmer tHtin at the present day. Hence we may suppose 
that the organisms ncjw living under tke climate of latitude 60®, 
during the Pliocene period lived furtl^r north under the Polar 
Circle, in latitude 66°-67°; and that the strictly arctic pro¬ 
ductions then lived on the broken land still nearer to the pole. 
Now if we look at a globe, we shal\^see that under the Polar 
Circle there is almost continuous land from w^estern Europe, 
through Siberia, to eastern America. And to this continuity 
of the circumpolar land, and to the consequent freedom for 
intermigration under a more favourable climate, I attribute 
the necessary amount of uniformity in the sub-arctic and 
northern temperate productions of the Old and New Worlds, 
at a period anterior to the Glacial epoch. 

Believing, from reasons before alluded to, that our continents 
have long remained in nearly the same relative position, though 
subjected to large, but partial oscillations of level, I am strongly 
inclined to extend the above view, and to infer that during 
some earlier and still warmer period, such as the old Pliocene 
period, a large number of the same plants and animals 
inhabited the almost continuous circumpolar,land; and that 
these plants and animals, both in the Old and New Worlds, 
began slowly^to migrate southwards as the climate became less 
warm, long before the commencement of the Glacial period. 
We now • see, as I believe, their descendants, mostly in a 
modified condition, in the central parts of Europe and the 
United States. On this view we can understand the^ relation¬ 
ship,, *with very little identity, between the productions of 
North America and Europe,—a relationship which is most 
remarkable, considering the distance of the two areas, and 
their separation by the Atlantic Ocean. We can further 
understand the singular fact remarked on by several observers, 
that the productions of Europe and America during the?fater 
tertiary stages were more closely related to each other than 
they are at the present time ; for during these warmer periods 
the northern parts of the Old and New Worlds will have been 
almost continuously united by land, serving as a bridge, since 
rendered impassable by cold, for the inter-migration of their 
inhabitants. 

During the slowly decreasing warmth of the Pliocene period, 
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as soon as the species in common, which inhabited the N 
and Old Worlds, migrated south of the P6lar Circle, they ra 
have been completely cut off from each other. This sepe 
tion, as far as the more temperate productions are concern 
took place long ages ago. And as the plams and anirr 
migrated southward, they will have bepome mingled in ^ 
one great region with the native American productions, t 
have had to compete with them; and in the other great rejg " 
with those of the Old World. Consequently we have h 
everything favourable for much modification,—for far m 
modification than with (he Alpine productions, left isolat ' 
within a much more recent period, on the several mount;, 
ranges and on the arctic lands of the two Worlds. Henc 
has come, that when we comjiare the now living producti > 
of the temperate regions of the New and Old Worlds, w'e 1 ' 
very few identical species (though Asa Gray has lately she ■ 
that more plants are identical than 'was formerly suppose - 
but w-e find in every great class^ many forms, which sc 
naturalists rank as geographical races, and others as disti . 
species; and a host of closely allied or representative foi. 
which are ranked by all naturalists as specifically distinct. 

As on the land, so in the waters of the sea, a slow south 
migration of a marine fauna, which during the Pliocene 
even a somewhat earlier period, was nearly uniform along 
continuous shores of the Polar Circle, will account, on 
theory of modification, for many closely allied forms r 
living in areas completely sundered. Thus, I think, we • 
understand the presence of many existing and tertiary rei 
sentative forms on the eastern and western shores of tempei 
North America; and the still more striking case of m* 
closely allied crustaceans (as described in Dana’s admira 
work), of some fish and other marine animals, in 
Mediterranean and in the seas of Japan,—areas now separa 
by a continent and by nearly a hemisphere of equate 
ocean. 

?~nese cases oi relationship, without identity, of 
inhabitants of seas now disjoined, and likewise of the past ; 
present inhabitants of the temperate lands of North Amei 
and Europe, are inexplicable on the theory of creation. We c 
not say that they have been created alike, "in correspondci 
with the nearly similar physical conditions of the areas; 
if we compare, for instance, certain parts of South Amei 
with the southern continents of the Old World, we 
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3untTies closely corresponding in all their physical conditions,, 
at with their inhabitants utterly dissimilar. 

But we must return to our more immediate subject, the 
lacial period. I am convinced that Forbeses view may be 
-gely extended. In Europe we have the plainest evidence 
the cold period, from the western shores of Britain to the 
ural range, and southward to the Pyrenees. We may infer, 
>m the frozen mammals and nature of the mountain 
getation, that Siberia was similarly affected. Along the 
imalaya, at points 900 miles agart, glaciers have left the 
arks of their former low descent; and in Sikkim, I>r 
ooker saw maize growing on gigantic ancient moraines. 
)uth of the equator, we have some direct evidence of former 
icial action in New Zealand 3 and the same plants, found on 
dely separated mountains in this island, tell the same story, 
one account which has been published can be trusted, w'c 
ve direct evidence of glacial action in the south-eastern, 
rner of Australia. • 

Looking to America; in the northern half, ice-beme 
gments of rock have been observed on the eastern side 
far south as lat. 36°--37°, and on the shores of the Pacific, 
lere the climate is now so different, as far south as lat. 46®; 
•atic boulders have, also, been noticed on the Rocky 
ountains. In the Cordillera of Equatorial tSouth America, 
.ciers once extended far below their present level- In 
itral Chilli I was astonished at the structure of a vast 
)und of detritus, about 800 feet in height, crossing a valley 
the Andes; an 4 this I now feel convinced was a gigantic 
iraine, left far below any existing glacier. Further south 
, both sides of the continent, from lat. 41° to the Southern- 
»st extremity, we have,the clearest evidence of former 
. cial action, in huge boulders transported far from their 
ent source. 

vVe do not know that the Glacial epoch was strictly simul- 
.1 ecus at these several far distant points on opposite ^ides 
the world. But we have good evidence in almost every 
e, that‘the epoch vras included within the latest geological 
iod. We have, also, excellent evidence, that it endured 
. an enormous^ time, as measured by years, at each point, 
e cold may have come on, or have ceased, earlier at one 
nt of the globe than at another, but seeing that it endured 
long at each, and that it was contemporaneous in a 
logical sense, it seems to me probable that it was, during 

19 
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a part at least of the period, actually simultaneous throughout 
the world. Without some distinct evidence to the" contrary 
we may at least admit as probable that the glacial action was 
simultaneous on the eastern and western sides of North 
America, in the Cordillera under the equator and under the 
wanner temperate zones, and on both srdes of the southern 
extremity of the continejit. If this be admitted, it is difficult 
to avoid believing that the temperature of the whole world 
was at this period simultaneously cooler. But it would 
suffice for my purpose, if the temperature was at the same 
time lower along certain broad belts of longitude. 

On this view of the whole world, or at least of broad 
longitudinal belts, having been simultaneously colder from 
pole to pole, much light can be thrown on the present dis¬ 
tribution of identical and allied species. In America, Dr. 
Hooker has shown that between forty and fifty of the flowering 
plants of Tierra del Fuego, forming no inconsiderable part 
of its scanty flora, are common to Europe, enormously remote 
as these two points are; and there are many closely allied 
species. On the lofty mountains of equatorial America a 
host of peculiar species belonging to European genera occur. 
On the highest mountains of Brazil, some few European 
genera were found by Gardner, which do not exist in the 
wide intervening hot countries. So on the Silla of Caraccas 
the illustrious Humboldt long ago found species belonging 
to genera characteristic of the Cordillera. On the mountains 
of Abyssinia, several European forms and some few repre¬ 
sentatives of the peculiar flora of the Qipe of Good Hope 
occur. At the Cape of Good Hope a very few European 
species, djelieved not to have been introduced by man, and 
on the mountains, some few representative European forms 
are found, which have not been discovered in the inter- 
tropical parts of Africa. On the Himalaya, and on the 
isolated mountain-ranges of the peninsula of India, on the 
heights of Ceylon, and on the volcanic cones of Java, many 
plams occur, either identically the same or representing each 
other, and at the same time representing plants Of Europe, 
not found in the intervening hot lowlands. A list of the 
genera collected on the loftier peaks of Java raises a picture 
of a collection made on a hill in Europe! ‘Still more striking 
is the fact that southern Australian forms are clearly repre¬ 
sented by plants growing on the summits of the mountains 
of Borneo. Some of these Australian forms, a« I hear from 
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Dr, Hooker, extend along the heights of the peninsula of 
Malacca,* and are thinly scattered, on the one hand over 
India and on the other as far north as Japan. 

On the southern mountains of Australia, Dr. F. Muller 
has discovert^ several European species; other species, not 
introduced by man,^ occur on the lowlands; and a long list 
can be given, as I am informed by Dr. Hooker, of European 
genera, found in Australia, but not in the intermediate torrid 
regions. In the admirable ‘Introduction to the Flora of 
New Zealand,’ by Dr. Hooker, analogous and striking facts are 
given in regard to the plants of that large island. Hence 
we see that throughout the world, the plants growing on the 
more lofty mountains, and on the temperate lowlands of the 
northern and southern hemispheres, are sometimes identically 
the same; but they are much oftcner specifically distinct, 
though related to each other in a most remarkable manner. 

This brief abstract applies to plants alone: some strictly 
analogous facts could Jje given on the distribution of 
terrestrial animals. In marine productions, similar cases 
occur; as an example, I may quote a remark by the highest 
authority. Prof, Dana, that “it is certainly a wonderful fact 
that New Zealand should have a closer resemblance in its 
Crustacea to Great Britain, its antipode, than to any other 
part of the world.” Sir J. Richardson, also, speaks of the 
reappearance on the shores of New Zealand, Tasmania, &c., 
of northern^ forms of fish. Dr. Hooker informs me that 
twenty-five species of Algae are common to New Zealand 
and to Europe, but have not been found in the intermediate 
tropical seas. 

it should be observed that the northern species 4ind forms 
found in the southern parts of the southern hemisphere, 
and on the mountain-ranges of the intertropical regions, are 
not arctic, but belong to the northern temperate zones. As 
Mr. H. C. Watson has recently remarked, “Tn receding from 
polar towards equatorial latitudes, the Alpine or mountain 
floras really become less and less arctic.” Many of the %rms 
living on- the mountains of the warmer regions of the earth 
and in the southern hemisphere are of doubtful value, being 
ranked by some naturalists as specifically distinct, by others 
as varieties; bu*t some are certainly identical, and many, 
iliough closely related to northern forms, must be ranked as- 
distinct species. 

Now let us see what light can be thrown on the foregoing 
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facts, on the belief, supported as it is by a large body of 
geological evidence, that the whole world, or a ISrge part 
of it, was during the Glacial period simultaneously much 
colder than at present. The Glacial period, as measured 
by years, must have been very long ; and when •we remember 
over what vast spaces some naturalised ^ plants and animals 
have spread within a few ^enturies, this period will have been 
ample for any amount of migration. As the cold came slojwly 
on, all the tropical plants and other productions will have 
retreated from both sidej towards the equator, followed in 
ithc rear by the temperate productions, and these by the arctic ; 
but with the latter we are not now concerned. The tropical 
plants probably suffered much extinction; how much no one 
can say; perhaps formerly the tropics supported as many 
species as we see at the present day crowded together at the 
Cape of Good Hope, and in parts of temperate Australia. 
As we know that many tropical plants and animals can 
withstand a considerable amount qf cold, many might have 
escaped extermination during a moderate fall of temperature, 
more especially by escaping into the warmest spots. Hut 
the great fact to bear in mind is, that all tropical productions 
will have suffered to a certain extent. On the other hand, 
the temperate productions, after migrating nearer to the 
equator, though^ they will have been placed under somewhat 
new conditions, will have suffered less. And it is certain 
that many temperate plants, if protected from ^ the inroads 
of competitors, can withstand a much warmer climate than 
their own. Hence, it seems to me possible, bearing in mind 
that the troi)ical productions were in a suffering state and 
could noU have presented a firm front against intruders, that 
a certain number of the more vigorous and dominant' tem¬ 
perate forms might have penetrated the native ranks and 
have reached or even crossed the equator. The invasion 
would, of course, have been greatly favoured by high land, 
and perhaps by a dry climate; for Ur. Falconer informs me 
thatTL is the damp with the heat of the tropics which is so 
destructive to perennial plants from a temperate' climate. 
On the other iiand, the most humid and hottest districts 
will have afforded an asylum to the tropical natives. The 
mountain-ranges north-west of the HimalaJ^a, and the long 
line of the Cordillera, seem to have afforded two great lines 
of invasion : and it is a striking fact, lately communicated 
to me by Dr. Hooker, that all the flowering plants, about 
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forty-six in number, common to Tierra del Fuego and* to 
Europe* still exist in North America, which must have lain 
on the line of march. But I do not doubt that some 
temperate productions entered and crossed even the lowlands 
of the tropic^ at the period when the cold was most intense, 
—when arctic forms had migrated some twenty-five degrees 
of latitude from tneii native country and covered the land 
at the foot of the Pyrenees. At tfiis period of extreme cold, 

I believe that the climate under the equator at the level 
of the sea was about the same with that now felt there at 
the height of six or seven thousand feet. During this the 
coldest period, I suppose that large spaces of the tropical 
lowlands were clothed with a mingled tropical and temperate 
vegetation, like that now growing with strange luxuriance 
at the base of the Himalaya, as graphically described by 
Hooker. 

Thus, as I believe, a considerable number of plants, a 
few terrestrial animals, aqd some marine productions, migrated 
during the Glacial period from the northern and southern 
temperate zones into the intcrtropical regions, and some 
even crossed the equator. As the warmth returned, these 
temperate forms would naturally ascend the higher mountains, 
being exterminated on the lowlands; those which had not 
reached the equator, would re-migrate northward or south¬ 
ward towards their former homes; but tiie forms, chiefly 
northern, which had crossed the equator, would travel still 
further from their homes into the more temperate latitudes • 
of the .opposite hemisphere. Although we have reason to 
believe from geological evidence that the whole body of 
arctic shells underwent scarcely any modification during 
thefl: long* southern migration and re-migration ncyrthward, 
the case may have been wholly different with those intruding 
forms w'hich settled themselves on the intcrtropical mountains, 
and in the southern hemisphere. These being surrounded 
by strangers will have had to compete with many new forms 
of life; and it is probable that selected modifications their 
structure, habits, and constitutions will have profited them. 
Thus many of these wanderers, though still plainly related 
by inheritance to their brethren of the northefn or southern 
hemispheres, nbw exist in their new homes as well-marked 
varieties or as distinct species. 

It is a remarkable fact, strongly insisted on by Hooker 
in regard to America, and by Alph. de Candolle in regard 
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to j\ustralia, that many more identical plants and allied forms 
have apparently migrated from the north to the soufh, than 
in a reversed direction. We see, however, a few southern 
vegetable forms on the mountains of Borneo and Abyssinia. 
I suspect that this preponderant migration frdm north to 
south is due to the greater extent of land, in the north, and 
to the northern forms having existed in their own homes 
in greater numbers, and having consequently been advance^ 
through natural selection and competition to a higher stage 
of perfection or dominating power, than the southern forms. 
And thus, when they became commingled during the Glacial 
period, the northern forms were enabled to l)eat the less 
powerful southern forms. Just in the same manner as we 
see at the present day, that very many European productions 
cover the ground in La Plata, and in a lesser degree in 
Australia, and have to a certain extent beaten the natives; 
whereas extremely few southern forms have become naturalised 
in any part of Europe, though hides,, wool, and other objects 
likely to carry seeds have been largely imported into Europe 
during the last two or three centuries from La Plata, and 
during the last thirty or forty years from Australia. Something 
of the same kind must have occurred on the intertropical 
mountains: no doubt before the Glacial period they were 
stocked with end,emic Alpine forms; but these have almost 
everywhere largely yielded to the more dominant forms, 
generated in the larger areas and more efficient, workshops 
• of the north. In many islands the native productions are 
nearly equalled or even outnumbered by ^ the naturalised; 
and if the natives have not been actually exterminated, their 
numbers have been greatly reduced, and this is the first 
stage towards extinction. A mountain is an island on* the 
land; and the intertropical mountains before the Glacial 
period must have been completely isolated ; and I believe 
that the productions of these islands on the land yielded 
to those produced within the larger areas of the north, just 
in th# same way as the productions of real islands have 
everywhere lately yielded to continental forms, naturalised 
by man’s agency. 

I am far from supposing that all difficulties are removed 
on the view here given in regard to the range and affinities 
of the allied species which live in the northern and southern 
temperate zones and on the mountains of the intertropical 
regions. Very many difficulties remain to be solved. I 
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do not pretend to indicate the exact lines and means of 
migration, or the reason why certain species and not others 
have migrated; why certain species have been modified and 
have given rise to new groups of forms, and others have 
remained unaltered. We cannot hope to explain such facts, 
until we can say yrhy one species and not another becomes 
naturalised by man’s agency in ^ foreign land; why one 
ranges twice or thrice as far, and is twice or thrice as common, 
as another species within their own homes. 

I have said that many difhcitlties remain to be solved: 
some of the most remarkable are stated with admirable 
clearness by Dr. Hooker in his botanical works on the antarctic 
regions. These cannot be here discussed. I will only say 
that as far as regards the occurrence of identical species 
at points so enormously remote as Kerguelen Land, New 
Zealand, and Fuegia, I believe that towards the close of 
the Glacial period, icebergs, as suggested by Lyell, have 
been largely concerned in their dispersal. But the existence 
of several quite distinct species, belonging to genera ex¬ 
clusively confined to the south, at these and other distant 
points of the southern hemisphere, is, on my theory of descent 
with •modification, a far more remarkable case of difficulty. 
For some of these species are so distinct, that we cannot 
suppose that there has been time since the commencement 
of the Glacial period for their migration, and for their 
subsequent modification to the necessary degree. The facts 
seem to me to indicate that peculiar and very distinct species" 
have migrated ii^ radiating lines from some common centre; 
and 1 am inclined to look in the southern, as in the northern 
hemisphere, to a former and warmer period, 'before the 
commencdhient of the placial period, when the Antarctic 
lands, now covered with ice, supported a highly peculiar and 
isolated flora. I suspect that before this flora was exterminated 
by the Glacial epoch, a few forms were widely dispersed 
to various points of the southern hemisphere by oqj^sional 
means of transport, and by the aid, as halting-places, of 
existing and now sunken islands, and perhaps at the com¬ 
mencement of the Glacial period, by icebergs. By these 
means, as I believe, the southern shores of America, Australia, 
New Zealand have become slightly tinted by the same 
peculiar forms of vegetable life. 

Sir C. Lyell in a striking passage has speculated, in language 
almost identical with mine, on the effects of great alter- 
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nations of climate on geographical distribution. I believe 
that the world has recently felt one of his great cycles of 
change ; and that on this view, combined with modification 
through natural selection, a multitude of facts in the present 
distribution both of the same and of allied forms of life can 
be explained. The living waters may# be said to have 
flowed during one short# period from the north and from 
the south, and to have crossed at the equator; but to have 
flowed with greater force from the north so as to have freely 
inundated the south. As >he tide leaves its drift in horizontal 
lines, though rising higher on the shores where the tide 
rises highest, so have the living waters left their living drift 
on our mountain-summits, in a line gently rising from the 
actic lowlands to a great height under the equator. The 
various beings thus left stranded may be compared with 
savage races of man, driven up and surviving in the mountain- 
fastnesses of almost every land, which serves as a record, 
full of interest to us, of the farmer inhabitants of the 
surrounding lowlands. 



CHAPTER XII. 

Geographical Distribution —continued. 

Distribution of fresh-water productions—On the inhabitants of oceanic 
islands—Absence of Batrachians and of terrestrial Maniraals- On 
the relation of the inhabitsints of islands to those of the nearest 
mainland—On colonisation from the nearest source with subsequent 
modification—Summary of the last and present chapters. 

As lakes and river-systenjs arc separated from each other by 
barriers of land, it might have been thought that fresh-water 
productions would not have ranged widely within the same 
country, and as the sea is apparently a still more impassable 
barriep, that they never would have extended to distant 
countries. But the case is exactly the reverse. Not only 
have many fresh-water species, belonging tp quite different 
classes, an enormous range, but allied species prevail in a 
remarkable jnanner throughout the world. I well remember, 
when first collecting in the fresh waters of Brazil, feeling much 
surprise at the sin^ilarity of the fresh-water insects, shells, &c., 
and at the dissimilarity of the surrounding terrestrial beings, 
compared with those of Britain. « 

But this pBwer in fresh-water productions of ranging«#idely, 
though so unexpected, can, 1 think, in most cases be explained 
by their having become fitted, in a manner highly useful to 
them, for short and frequent migrations from pond to pond, 
or from stream to stream; and liability to wide dispersal 
would follow from this capacity as an almost necessary 
consequence. We can here consider only a few cases. In 
regard to fish, I believe that the same species never occur in 
the fresh waters of distant continents. But on the same 
continent the species often range widely and almost caprici¬ 
ously ; for two river-systems will have some fish in common 
and some different. A few facts seem to favour the possibility 
of their occasional transport by accidental means; like that 
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of the live fish not rarely dropped by whirlwinds Jn India 
and the vitality of their ova when removed from the water. 
But I am inclined to attribute the dispersal of fresh-water 
fish mainly to slight changes within the recent period in the 
level of the land, having caused rivers to flow i^to each other. 
Instances, also, could be given of this ha^dng occurred during 
floods, without any change of level. We have evidence in the 
loess of the Rhine of considerable changes of level in the land 
within a very recent geological period, and when the surface 
was peopled by existing*, land and fresh-water shells. The 
wide difference of the fish on opposite sides of continuous 
mountain-ranges, which from an early period must have 
parted river-systems and completely prevented their inocula¬ 
tion, seems to lead to this same conclusion. With respect to 
allied fresh-water fish occurring at very distant points of the 
world, no doubt there are many cases which cannot at present 
be explained: but some fresh-water fish belong to very ancient 
forms, and in such cases there will (have been ample time for 
great geographical changes, and consequently time and means 
for much migration. In the second place, salt-water fish can 
with care be slowly accustomed to live in fresh water; and, 
according to Valenciennes, there is hardly a single ^oup of 
fishes confined exclusively to fresh water, so that we may 
imagine that a /narine member of a fresh-water group might 
travel far along the shores of the sea, and subsequently 
become modified and adapted to the fresh water; of a distant 
land. 

Some species of fresh-water shells have, a very wide range, 
and allied species, which, on my theory, are descended from 
a common parent and must have proceeded from a,single 
source, prevail throughout the wprld. Theif‘aistribution at 
first perplexed me much, as their ova are not likely to be 
transported by birds, and they are immediately killed by sea 
water, as are the adults. I could not even understand how 
som| naturalised species have rapidly sprea^throughout the 
same country. But two facts, which I have observed—and 
no doubt many others remain to be observed—throw some 
light on this subject. When a duck suddenly emerges from a 
pond covered with duck-weed, I have twic? seen these little 
plants adhering to its back; and it has happened to me, in 
removing a little duck-weed from one aquarium to another, 
that I have quite unintentionally stocked the one with fresh¬ 
water shells from the other. But another agency is perhaps 
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more effectual: I suspended a duck’s feet, which might 
represent’those of a bird sleeping in a natural pond, in an 
aquarium, where many ova of fresh-water shells were hatching; 
and I found that numbers of the extremely minute and just 
hatched shells''crawled on the feet, and clung to them so 
firmly that when taken out of the water they could not be 
jarred off, though at a somewhat i^ore advanced age they 
would voluntarily drop off. These just hatched molluscs, 
though aquatic in their nature, survived on the duck’s feet, in 
damp air, from twelve to twenty ho\}rs j and in this length of 
time a duck or heron might fiy at least six or seven hundred 
miles, and would be sure to alight on a pool or rivulet, if 
blown across sea to an oceanic island or to any other distant 
point. Sir Charles Lyell also informs me that a Dyticus has 
been caught with an Ancylus (a fresh-water shell like a limpet) 
firmly adhering to it; and a water-beetle of the same family, 
a Colymbetes, once flew on board the ‘ Beagle,’ when forty- 
five miles distant from the, nearest land: how much farther it 
might have flown with a favouring gale no one can tell. 

With respect to plants, it has long been known what 
enormous ranges many fresh-water and even marsh-species 
have, both over continents and to the most remote oceanic 
islands. This is strikingly shown, as remarked by Alph. de 
Candolle, in large groups of terrestrial plants, yhich have only 
a very few aquatic members; for these latter seem immediately 
to acquire, a^ if in consequence, a very wide range. I think 
favourable means of dispersal explain this fact. I have before 
mentioned that earth occasionally, though rarely, adheres in 
some quantity to the feet and beaks of birds. Wading birds, 
which frequent the muddy edges of ponds, if suddenly flushed, 
would* be th^MOSt likely to have muddy feet. Birds of this 
order I can show are the greatest wanderers, and are occasion¬ 
ally found on the most remote and barren islands in the open 
ocean j they would not be likely to alight on the surface of 
the sea, so that the dirt would not be washed off their feet; 
when making land, they would be sure to fly to their natural 
fresh-water haunts. I do not believe that botanists are aware 
how charged the mud of ponds is with seeds: I have tried 
several little experiments, but will here give only the most 
striking case : I took in February three table-spoonfuls of mud 
from three different points, beneath water, on the edge of a 
little pond ; this mud when dry weighed only 6| ounces; I 
kept it covered up in my study for six months, pulling up and 
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counting each plant as it grew; the plants were of many 
kinds, and were altogether 537 in number; and yefche viscid 
mud was all contained in a breakfast cup I Considering these 
facts, I think it would be an inexplicable circumstance if 
water-birds did not transport the seeds of fresh^water plants to 
vast distances, and if consequently the pnge of these plants 
was not very great. Tl^ same agency may have come into 
play with the eggs of some of the smaller fresh-water animals. 

Other and unknown agencies probably have also played a 
part. I have stated thaf fresh-water fish eat some kinds of 
seeds, though they reject many other kinds after having 
swallowed tliemj even small fish swallow seeds of moderate 
size, as of the yellow water-hly and Potamogeton. Herons 
and other birds, century after century, have gone on daily 
devouring fish; they then take flight and go to other waters, 
or are blown across the sea; and we have seen that seeds 
retain their power of germination, when rejected in pellets or 
in excrement, many hours afterwards. When I saw the great 
size of the. seeds of that fine water-lily, the Nelumbium, and 
remembered Alph. de Candolle's remarks on this plant, I 
thought that its distribution must remain quite inexplicable; 
but Audubon stales that he found the seeds of ike great 
southern water-lily (probably, according to Dr, Hooker, the 
Nelumbium lul^um) in a heron’s stomach; although I do not 
know the fact, yet analogy makes me believe that a heron 
flying to another pond and getting a hearty meal^of fish, would 
probably reject from its stomach a pellet containing the seeds 
of the Nelumbium undigested; or the seeds might be dropped 
by the bird whilst feeding its young, in tfie same way as fish 
are known sometimes to be dropped. 

In‘considering these several means of ■'•ifatributibn, it 
should be remembered that when a pond or stream is first 
formed, for instance, on a rising islet, it will be unoccupied; 
and a single seed or egg will have a good chance of succeeding. 
Although there will always be a struggle for life between the 
individuals of the species, however few, already occupying any 
pond, yet as the number of kinds is small, compared with 
those on .he land, the competition will probably be less 
severe betw een aquatic than between terrestrial species; 
consequently an intruder from the waters of*a foreign country, 
would have a better chance ot seizing on a place, than in the 
case of terrestrial colonists. We should, also, remember that 
somp^, perhaps many, fresh-w^ater productions are low in the 
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scale of nature, and that we have reafon to believe that such 
low beings change or become modifit^d less quickly than the 
high; and this will give longer time than the average for the 
migration of the same aquatic species. We should not forget 
the I)robabili^y of many species having formerly ranged as 
continuously as fresh-water productions ever can range, over 
immense areas, and having subseqjiently become extinct in 
intermediate regions. But the wide distribution of fresh-water 
plants and of the lower animals, whether retaining the same 
identical form or in some degree jpodified, I believe mainly 
depends on the wide dispersal of their seeds and eggs by 
animals, more especially by fresh-water birds, which have 
large powers of flight, and naturally travel from one to 
another and often distant piece of water. Nature, like a 
careful gardener, thus takes her seed from a bed of a par¬ 
ticular nature, and drops them in another equally well fitted 
for them. 

# 

On the Inhabitants of Oceanic Islands ,—We now come to 
the last of the three classes of facts, which I have selected 
as presenting the greatest amount of difficulty, on the view 
that all the individuals both of the same and of allied 
species have descended from a single parent; and therefore 
have all proceeded from a common birthplace,, notwithstanding 
that in the course of time they have come to inhabic distant 
points of the globe, I have already stated that I cannot 
honestly admit Forbes’s view on continental extensions, which, 
if legitimately followed out, ivould lead to the belief that 
within the recent period all existing islands have been nearly 
or quite joined to some continent. This view woiAd remove 
man/ difticisteis, but it would not, I think, explain ^11 the 
facts in regard to insulaV productions. In the following 
remarks I shall not confine myself to the mere question of 
dispersal; but shall consider some other facts, w^hich bear 
on the truth of the two theories of independent creati^ and 
of descent with modification. 

The s^xicies of all kinds which inhabit oceanic islands are 
few in number compared with those on equal continental 
areas: Alph. de Candolle admits this for plants, and 
WoUaston for insects. If we look to the large size and 
varied stations of New Zealand, extending over 780 miles 
of latitude, and compare its flowering plants, only 750 in 
number, with those on an equal area at the Cape of Good 
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rfope or in Australia, we must, I think, admit that something 
quite independently of any difference in physical c\3nditions 
has caused so great a difference in number. Even the 
uniform county of Cambridge has 847 plants, and the little 
island of Anglesea 764, but a few ferns and a few introduced 
plants are included in these numbers, and the comparison 
in some other respects is not quite fair.^ We have evidence 
that the barren island of Ascension aboriginally possessed 
under half-a-dozen flowering plants; yet many have become 
naturalised on it, as they have on New Zealand and on every 
other oceanic island whi^ can be named. In St. Helena 
there is reason to believe that the naturalised plants and 
animals have nearly or quite exterminated many native 
productions. He who admits the doctrine of the creation 
of each separate species, will have to admit, that a sufficient 
number of the best adapted plants and animals have not 
been created on oceanic islands; for man has unintentionally 
stocked them from various sources fjr more fully and perfectly 
than has nature. 

Although in oceanic islands the number of kinds of 
inhabitants is scanty, the proportion of endemic species 
{t\e. those found nowhere else in the world) is often extremely 
large. If we compare, for instance, the number of the 
endemic land-sljells in Madeira, or of the endemic birds in 
the Galapagos Archipelago, with the number found on any 
continent, and then compare the area of the islands with 
that of the continent, we shall see that this is* true. This 
fact might have been expected on my theory, for, as already 
explained, species occasionally arriving after long intervals in 
a new ani isolated district, and having to compete with new 
associates, will be eminently liable to modifi'3.?.i^jn, ahfl will 
often produce groups of modifie6 descendants. But it by 
no means follows, that, because in an island nearly all the 
species of one class are peculiar, those of another class, or 
of another section of the same class, are peculiar; and this 
diffei^nce seems to depend on the species which do not 
become modified having immigrated with facility *nd in a 
body, so that their mutual relations have not been much 
disturbed. Thus in the Galapagos Islands nearly every 
land-bird, but only two out of the eleven marine birds,^ are 
peculiar; and it is obvious that marine birds could arrive at 
these islands more easily than land-birds. Bermuda, on the 
other haiid, which lies at about the same distance from North 
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America as the Galapagos Islands do from South America, 
and whfch has a very peculiar soil, does not possess one 
endemic land-bird] and we know from Mr. ]. M. Jones's 
admirable account of Bermuda, that very many North 
American birds, during their great annual migrations, visit 
either periodically cjr occasionally this island. Madeira does 
not possess one peculiar bird, and m^ny European and African 
birds are almost every year blown there, as I am informed 
by Mr. E. V. Harcourt. So that these two islands of Bermuda 
and Madeira have been stocked by* birds, which for long ages 
have struggled together, in their former homes, and have 
become mutually adapted to each other; and when settled 
in their new homes, each kind will have been kept by the 
others to their proper places and habits, and will consequently 
have been little liable to modification. Madeira, again, is 
inhabited by a wonderful number of peculiar land-shells, 
whereas not one species of sea-shell is confined to its shores: 
now, though we do not ^know how sea-shells are dispersed, 
yet we can see that their eggs or larvae, perhaps attached to 
seaweed or floating timber, or to the feet of wading-birds, 
might be transported far more easily than land-shells, across 
three or four hundred miles of open sea. The different 
orders of insects in Madeira apparently present analogous 
facts. • 

Oceanic islands are sometimes deficient in certain classes, 
and their pjjices are apparently occupied by the other in¬ 
habitants ] in the Galapagos Islands reptiles, and in New * 
Zealand -gigantic yringless birds, take the place of mammals. 
In the plants of the Galapagos Islands, Dr. Hooker has 
shown^ that the proportional numbers of the different orders 
are very diffSj«ot from what they are elsewhere. Sucll cases 
are generally accounted for by the physical conditions of the 
islands; but this explanation seems to me not a little doubt¬ 
ful. Facility of immigration, I believe, has been at least as 
important as the nature of the conditions. ^ 

Many remarkable little facts could be given with respect 
to the inhabitants of remote islands. For instance, in certain 
islands not tenanted by mammals, some of the endemic plants 
have beautifully ^hooked seeds; yet few relations are more 
striking than the adaptation of hooked seeds for transportal 
by the wool and fur of quadrupeds. This case presents no 
difficulty on my view, for a looked seed might be transported 
to all island by some other means; and the plant then 
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becoming slightly modified, but still retaining its hoc 
seeds, would form an endemic species, having as us« 
an appendage as any rudimentary organ,—for instance 
the shrivelled wings under the soldered elytra of n, 
insular beetles. Again, islands often possess trees or bu 
belonging to orders which elsewhere include only herbac* 
species; now trees, as .A^lph. de Candolle has shown, gene, 
have, whatever the cause may be, confined ranges. [Ht 
trees would be little likely to reach distinct oceanic islai 
and an herbaceous plapt, though it would have no chi 
of successfully competing in stature with a fully develc 
tree, when established on an island and having to com 
with herbaceous plants alone, might readily gain an advan 
by growing taller and taller and overto^jping the other pk 
If so, natural selection would often tend to add to the sta 
of herbaceous plants when growing on an island, to what 
order they belonged, and thus convert them first into bu 
and ultimately into trees. 

With respect to the absence of whole orders on oce 
islands, Bory St. Vincent long ago remarked that Batrach 
(frogs, toads, newts) have never been found on any of 
many islands with which the great oceans are studded 
have taken pains to verify this assertion, and I have fo 
it strictly true* I have, however, been assured that a 
exists on the mountains of the great island of New Zeala 
but I suspect that this exception (if the information be con 
may be explained through glacial agency. This ger 
absence of frogs, toads, and newts on so many oce. 
islands cannot be accounted for by their physical conditic 
indeed it seems that islands are peculiarly well fitted 
these* animals; for frogs have been introducff<?^ynto Mad< 
the Azores, and Mauritius, and have multiplied so as 
become a nuisance. But as these animals and their sp.- 
are known to be immediately killed by sea-water, on 
vievj we can see that there would be great difficulty in t 
transportal across the sea, and therefore why they do 
exist on any oceanic island. But why, on the* theory 
creation, they should not have been created there, it wc 
be very difficult to explain. 

Mammals offer another and similar case. I have caref 
searched the oldest voyages, but have not finished my sear 
as yet I have not found a sin^e instance, free from dot 
of a terrestrial mammal (excluding domesticated animals 
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r the natives) inhabiting an island situated above joo 
lies from a continent or great continental island ; and many 
lands situated at a mi^h less distance are equally barren, 
he Falkland Islands, which are inhabited by a wolf-like 
ix, come nearest to an exception; but this group cannot 
e considered as oceanic, as it lies on a bank connected 
ith the mainlaiM; moreover, icebergs formerly brought 
oulders to its western shores, ai^H they may have formerly 
ansported foxes, as so frequently now happens in the arctic 
igions. Yet it cannot be said that small islands will not 
apport small mammals, for they occur in many parts of 
le world on very small islands, if close to a continent; and 
ardly an island can be named on which our smaller quad- 
jpeds have not become naturalised and greatly multiplied, 
t cannot be said, on the ordinary view of creation, that 
lere has not been time for the creation of mammals; many 
olcanic islands are sufficiently ancient, as shown by the 
upendous degradation which they have suffered and by 
leir tertiary strata: there has also been time for the pro- 
uction of endemic species belonging to other classes; and 
n continents it is thought that mammals appear and dis- 
opear at a quicker rate than other and lower animals, 
hough terrestrial mammals do not occur on Oceanic islands, 
irial mammals do occur on almost every island. New 
ealand possesses tAvo bats found nowh*ere else in the 
arid: Norfolk Island, the Viti Archipelago, the Bonin 
lands, th^ Caroline and Marianne Archipelagoes, and- 
.^auritiijs, all possess their peculiar bats. Why, it may be 
ked, has the stn>posed creative force produced bats and 
t I other mammals on remote islands ? On m^ view this 
‘^Stion oi^^asily be answered; for no terrestrial mammal 
i be transported acros:? a wide space of sea, but bats can 
across. Bats have been seen wandering by day far over 
; Atlantic Ocean; and two North American species either 
;,ular]y or occasionally visit Bermuda, at the distance of 
o miles from the mainland. I hear from Mr. iTomes, 
o has specially studied this family, that many of the same 
icies have enormous ranges, and are found on continents 
. i on far distant islands. Hence we have only to suppose 
.t such wandexing species have been modified through 
ural selection in their new homes in relation to their new 
;ilion, and we can understand the presence of endemic 
s on islands, with the absence of all terrestrial mammals. 
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'Besides the absence of terrestrial mammals in relation to 
the remoteness of islands from continents, there fe also a 
relation, to a certain extent independent of distance, between 
the depth of the sea separating in island from the neigh¬ 
bouring mainland, and the presence in bothrof the same 
mammiferous species or of allied species in a more or less 
modified condition. Mr. Windsor Earl has made some 
striking observations on ^this head in regard to the great 
Malay Archipelago, which is traversed near Celebes* by a 
space of deep ocean; and this space separates two widely 
distinct mammalian faunas. On either side the islands are 
situated on moderately deep submarine banks, and they 
are inhabited by closely allied or identical quadrupeds. No 
doubt some few anomalies occur in this great archipelago, 
and there is much difficulty in forming a judgment in some 
cases owing to the probable naturalisation of certain mammals 
through man’s agency; but we shall soon have much light 
thrown on the natural history of ^ this archipelago by the 
admirable zeal and researches of Mr. Wallace. I have not 
as yet had time to follow up this subject in ail other quarters 
of the world ; but as far as I have gone, the relation generally 
holds good. We see Britain separated by a shallow channel 
from Europe, and the mammals are the same on both sides; 
w^e meet with analogous facts on many islands separated 
by similar channels from Australia. The West Indian 
Islands stand on a deeply submerged bank, nearly looo 
fathoms in depth, and here we find American forms, but 

the species and even the genera are distinct. As the 

amount of modification in all cases de[ 5 ends to a certain 
degree on^ the lapse of time, and as during changes of level 
it is obvious that islands separated by shallo^f^irhannels are 
more likely to have been continuously united within a recent 
period to the mainland than islands separated by deeper 
channels, we can understand the frequent relation between 
the depth of the 'sea and the degree of affinity of the 

mamrfjalian inhabitants of islands with those of a neigh¬ 

bouring continent,—an inexplicable relation on the view of 
independent acts of creation. 

All the foregoing remarks on the inhabitants of oceanic 
islands,—namely, the scarcity of kinds—the richness in 
endemic forms in particular classes or sections of classes, 
—the absence of old groups, as of batrachians, and of 
terrestrial mammals notwithstanding the presence of aerial 
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bats,—singular proportions of certain orders of plants,— 
herljaceous forms having been developed into trees, &c.,— 
seem to me to accord Vietter with the view of occasional 
means of transport having been largely efficient in the long 
course of tinSe, than with the view of all our oceanic islands 
having been formerly connected by continuous land with 
the nearest continent; for on this* latter view the migration 
would probably have been more complete ; and if modification 
be admitted, all the forms of life would have been more 
equally modified, in accordance ymth the paramount import¬ 
ance of the relation of .organism to organism. 

I do not deny that there are many and grave difficulties 
in understanding how several of the inhabitants of the more 
remote islands, whether still retaining the same specific form 
or modified since their arrival, could have reached their 
present homes. But the probability of many islands having 
existed as halting-places, of which not a wreck now remains, 
must not be overlookedf I will here give a single instance 
of one of the cases of difficulty. Almost all oceanic islands, 
even the most isolated and smallest, are inhabited by land- 
shells, generally by endemic species, but sometimes by species 
found* elsewhere. Dr. Aug. A. Gould has given several in¬ 
teresting cases in regard to the land-shells of the islands of the 
Pacific. Now it is notorious that land-sheUs are very easily 
killed by salt; their eggs, at least such as I have tried 
sink in sea^water and are killed by it. Yet there must be, 
on my view, some unknown, but highly efficient means for 
their transportal. * Would the just-hatched young occasionally 
crawl on and adhere to the feet of birds roosting on the 
groiyid, and thus get transported? It occurred to me that 
land-shells,*" vvllen hyberrjating and having a membranous 
diaphragm over the mouth of the shell, might be floated 
in chinks of drifted timber across moderately wide arms of 
the sea. And I found that several species did in this state 
withstand uninjured an immersion in sea-water during^ seven 
days: one of these shells was the Helix pomatia, and after 
it had again hybernated I put it in sea-water for twenty 
days, and it perfectly recovered. As this species has a 
thick calcareous operculum, I removed it, and when it had 
formed a new membranous one, I immersed it for fourteen 
days in sea-water, and it recovered and crawled away: but 
more experiments are wanted on this head. 

The most striking and important fact for us in regard to 
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the inhabitants of islands, is their affinity to those of the 
nearest mainland, without being actually the same species. 
Numerous instances could be given^f this fact. I will give 
only one, that of the Galapagos Archipelago, situated under 
the equator, between 500 and 600 miles frofti the shores 
of South America. Here almost every pr^oduct of the land 
and water bears the unmjstakeable stamp of the American 
continent. There are twenty-six land birds, and twenty-five 
of these are ranked by Mr. Gould as distinct species, supposed 
to have been created here^* yet the close affinity of most of 
these birds to American species in every character, in their 
habits, gestures, and tones of voice, was manifest. So it 
is with the other animals, and with nearly all the plants, 
as shown by Dr. Hooker in his admirable memoir on the 
Flora of this archipelago. The naturalist, looking at the 
inhabitants of these volcanic islands in the Pacific, distant 
several hundred miles from the continent, yet feels that he 
is standing on American land. Why should this be so ? 
why should the species which are supposed to have been 
created in the Galapagos Archipelago, and nowhere else, bear 
so plain a stamp of affinity to those created in America ? 
There is nothing in the conditions of life, in the geoh>gical 
nature of the islands, in their height or climate, or in the 
proportions in which the several classes are associated together, 
which resembles closely the conditions of the South American 
coast; in fact there is a considerable dissimilarity,-in all these 
"lespects. On the other hand, there is a considerable degree 
of resemblance in the volcanic nature of tl^e soil, in climate, 
height, and size of the islands, between the Galapagos and 
Cape de \erde Archipelagoes: but what an entire, jind 
absolute difference in their inhabitants ! The^*fi 3 bitants. of 
the Cape de Verde Islands are related to those of Africa, like 
those of the Galapagos to America. I believe this grand fact 
can receive no sort of explanation on the ordinary view of 
independent creation; whereas on the view here maintained, 
it is obvious that the Galapagos Islands would be likely to 
receive colonists, whether by occasional means of transport 
or by formerly continuous land, from America; and the Cape 
de Verde Islands from Africa; and that such,colonists would 
be liable to modification;—the principle of inheritance still 
betraying their original birthplace. 

Many analogous facts could be given: indeed it is an 
almost universal rule that the endemic productions of islands 
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are related to those of the nearest continent, or of other nd!ar 
islands. * The exceptions are few, and most of them can be 
explained. Thus the plants of Kerguelen Land, though 
standing nearer to Aftica than to America, are related, and 
that very cloaely, as we know from Dr. Hooker’s account, to 
those of America: but on the view that this island has been 
mainly stocked by ♦seeds brought with earth and stones on 
icebergs, drifted by the prevailing currents, this anomaly 
disappears. New Zealand in its endemic plants is much more 
closely related to Australia, the nearest mainland, than to any 
other region: and this is what might have been expected; 
but it is also plainly related to South America, which, although 
the next nearest continent, is so enormously remote, that the 
fact becomes an anomaly. But this difficulty almost dis¬ 
appears on the view that both New Zealand, South America, 
and other southern lands were long ago partially stocked from 
a nearly intermediate though distant point, namely from the 
antarctic islands, when jhey were clothed with vegetation, 
before the commencement of the Glacial period. The affinity^ 
which, though feeble, I am assured by Dr. Hooker is rea^ 
between the flora of the south-western corner of Australia and 
of the. Cape of Good Hope, is a far more remarkable case, 
and is at present inexplicable: but this affinity is confined 
to the plants, and will, I do not doubt^ be some day 
explained. 

The law which causes the inhabitants of an archipelago, 
though spe^fically distinct, to be closely allied to those ofcr 
the near/;st continent, we sometimes see displayed on a small 
scale, yet in a nibst interesting manner, within the limits of 
the same archipelago. Thus the several islanW.s of the 
Gal£^^agos<^•'''"^hlpelago are tenanted, as I have eUewhere 
shown, in a quite marvellftus manner, by very closely related 
species; so that the inhabitants of each separate island, though 
mostly distinct, are related in an incomparably closer degree 
to each other than to the inhabitants of any other part of the 
world. And this is just what might have been expeAed on 
my view, for the islands are situated so near each other that 
they would almost certainly receive immigrants from the same 
original source, or from each other. But this dissimilarity 
between the endemic inhabitants of the islands may be used 
as an argument against my views; for it may be asked, how 
has it happened in the several islands situated within sight 
of each other, having the same geological nature, the same 
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height, climate, &c., that many of the immigrants should have 
been differently modified, though only in a small* degree. 
This long appeared to me a great ^fficulty: but it arises in 
chief part from the deeply-seated^error of considering the 
physical conditions of a country as the most iraf)ortant for its 
inhabitants; whereas it cannot, I. think, b^ disputed that the 
nature of the other inhgibitiints, with which each has to 
compete, is at least as important, and generally a far jmore 
important element of success. Now if wc look to those 
inhabitants of the Galapag4?s Archipelago which are found in 
other parts of the world (laying on one side for the moment 
the endemic species, which cannot be here fairly included, as 
we are considering how they have come to be modified since 
their arrival), wc find a considerable amount of difference in 
the several islands. This difference might indeed have been 
expected on the view of the islands having been stocked by 
occasional means of transport—a seed, for instance, of one 
plant having been brought to one island, and that of another 
plant to another island. Hence when in former times an 
immigrant settled on any one or more of the islands, or when 
it subsequently spread from one island to another, it would 
undoubtedly be exposed to different conditions of life ‘in the 
different islands, for it would have to compete with different 
sets of organismsr: a plant, for instance, w’ould find the best- 
fitted ground more perfectly occupied by distinct plants in one 
island than in another, and it w^ould be exposed tq the attacks 
*of somewhat different enemies. If then it varied, natural 
selection would probably favour different^ varieties • in the 
different islands. Some species, however, might spread and 
yet retain ‘ihe same character throughout the group, just as 
we see* on continents some specip spreadirt^^**tvidely and 
remaining the same. 

The realiy surprising fact in this case of the Galapagos 
Archipelago, and in a lesser degree in some analogous 
instances, is that the new species formed in the separate 
islands have not quickly spread to the other islands. But 
the islands, though in sight of each other, arc separated by 
deep arms ol the sea, in most cases wider than the British 
Channel, and there is no reason to sup]jose tljat they have at 
any former period been continuously united. The currents 
of the sea are rapid and sweep across the archipelago, and 
gales of wind are extraordinarily rare ; so that the islands are far 
more effectually separated from each other than they appear to 
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be on a map. Nevertheless a good many species, both tli( 5 se 
found i» other parts of the world and those confined to the 
archipelago, are commorv. to the several islands, and we may 
infer from certain facts thl^t these have probably spread from 
some one islv^d to the others. But we often take, I think, 
an erroneous view of the probability of closely allied species 
invading each othiir’s territory, when put into free intercom¬ 
munication. Undoubtedly if one Species has any advantage 
whatever over another, it will in a very brief time wholly or in 
part supplant it; but if both are equally well fitted for their 
own places in nature, both probabl^ w'ill hold their own places 
and keep separate for almost any length of time. Being 
familiar with the fact that many species, naturalised through 
man's agency, have spread with astonishing rapidity over new 
countries, we are apt to infer that most species would thus 
spread; but we should remember that the forms which 
become naturalised in new countries are not generally closely 
allied to the aboriginal inhabitants, but are very distinct 
species, belonging in a large proportion of cases, as shown 
by Alph. de Candolle, to distinct genera. In the Galapagos 
Archipelago, many even of the birds, though so well adapted 
for flying from island to island, are distinct on each ; thus there 
are three closely-allied species of mocking-thrush, each confined 
to its own island. Now let us suppose the mocking-thrush of 
Chatham Island to be blown to Charles IslSrid, which has its 
own mocking-thrush; why should it succeed in establishing 
Itself there We may safely infer that Charles Island is welL 
stocked^ with its own species, for annually more eggs are laid 
there than can pdssibly be reared; and we may infer that the 
mocking-thrush peculiar to Charles Island is at I«wst as well 
fitted’for ^ome as is the species peculiar to CJ:iatham 
Island. Sir C. Lyell and* Mr. Wollaston have communicated 
to me a remarkable fact bearing on this subject; namely, that 
Madeira and the adjoining islet of Porto Santo possess many 
distinct but representative land-shells, some of which live in 
crevices of stone; and although large quantities of stSne arc 
annually, transported from Porto Santo to Madeira, yet this 
latter island has not become colonised by the Porto Santo 
species : nevertheless both islands have been colonised by 
some Europeaft land-shells, which no doubt had some 
advantage over the indigenous species. From these considera¬ 
tions I think we need not greatly marvel at the endemic and 
representative species, which inhabit the several islands of the 
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Galapagos Archipelago, not having universally spread , from 
island to island. In many other instances, as in thV? several 
districts of the same continent, prf-occupation has probably 
played an important part in che/king the commingling of 
species under the same conditions of life. Thus, the south¬ 
east and south-west corners of Australia have nearly the same 
physical conditions, and are united by feontinuous land, yet 
they are inhabited by £ vast number of distinct mammals, 
birds, and plants. 

The principle which determines the general character of 
the fauna and flora of oceanic islands, namely, that the 
inhabitants, when not identically the same, yet are plainly 
related to the inhabitants of that region whence colonists could 
most readily have been derived,—the colonists having been 
subsequently modified and better fitted to their new homes,— 
is of the widest application throughout nature. We see this 
on every mountain, in every lake and marsh. For Alpine 
species, excepting in so far as the same forms, chiefly of plants, 
have spread widely throughout the world during the recent 
Glacial epoch, are related to those of the surrounding lowlands ; 
—thus we have in South America, Alpine humming-birds, 
Alpine rodents, Alpine plants, &:c., all of strictly American 
forms, and it is obvious that a mountain, as it became slowdy 
upheaved, would naturally be colonised from the surrounding 
lowlands. So ii is with the inhabitants of lakes and marshes, 
excepting in so far as great facility of transport has given the 
same general forms to the w'hole world. We s*ce this same 
principle in the blind animals inhabiting the caves of.America 
and of Europe. Other analogous facts cou\d be given. And 
it will, I Ijcjheve, be universally found to be true, that wherever 
in two* regions, let them be ever so distant, maajii^^osely-allied 
or representative species occur, there will likewise be found 
some identical species, showing, in accordance with the fore¬ 
going view, that at some former period there has been inter¬ 
communication or migration between the two regions. And 
w^here^er many closely-allied species occur, there will be found 
many forms which some naturalists rank as distinct species, 
and some as varieties; these doubtful forms showing us the 
steps in the process of modification 

This relation between the power and extent of migration of 
a species, either at the present time or at some former period 
under different physical conditions, and the existence at remote 
points of the world of other species allied to it, is shown in 
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another and more general way. Mr. Gould remarked to ifie 
long ago; that in those genera of birds which range over the 
, world, many of the species have very wide ranges. I can 
^ hardly doubt that this ruJ)g is generally true, though it would 
>he difficult to fivovc it. Amongst mammals, we see it strikingly 
displayed in Eats, and in a lesser degree in the Felidae and 
Canidae. We see it^ if we compare the distribution of butter¬ 
flies and beetles. So it is with moft fresh-water productions, 
in which so many genera range over the world, and many 
individual species have enormous ranges. It is not meant 
that in world-ranging genera all the*species have a wide range, 
or even that they have oh an average a wide range ; but only 
that some of the species range very widely; for the facility 
with which widely-ranging species vary and give rise to new 
forms will largely determine their average range. For instance, 
two varieties of the same species inhabit America and 
Europe, and the species thus has an immense range ; but, 
if the variation had been a little greater, the two varieties 
would have been ranked *as distinct species, and the common 
range w'ould have been greatly reduced. Still less is it 
meant, that a species which apparently has the capacity 
of crossing barriers and ranging widely, as in the case of 
certain powerfully-winged birds, will necessarily range widely; 
for we should never forget that to range widely implies 
not only the power of crossing barriers, but ^he more impor¬ 
tant power of being victorious in distant lands in the 
struggle for fife with foreign associates. But on the viewoL 
all the species of a genus having descended from a single 
parent, though notr distributed to the most remote points of 
the world, we ought to find, and I believe as a general rule we 
do fftid, «j/me at least of the species range very widely; 
for‘it is necessary that the unmodified parent should range 
widely, undergoing modification during its diffusion, and should 
place itself under diverse conditions favourable for the con¬ 
version of its offspring, firstly into new varieties and ultimately 
into new species. • 

In considering the wide distribution of certain genera, we 
should bear in mind that some are extremely ancient, and 
must have branched off from a common parent at a remote 
epoch; so that fli such cases there will have been ample time 
for great climatal and geographical changes and for accidents 
of transport j an ' "‘nsequently for the migration of some of 
the species into all qv *rters of the world, where they may have 
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become slightly modified in relation to their new conditions. 
There is, also, some reason to believe from geological*-evidence 
that organisms low in the scale withm each great class, generally 
change at a slower rate than the/^iigher forms; and conse¬ 
quently the lower forms will have had a better chance of 
ranging widely and of sfill retaining the same specific character. 
This fact, together with the seeds and eg^s of many low forms 
being very minute and better fitted for distant transportation, 
probably accounts for a law which has long l)een observed, 
and which has lately been admirably discussed by Alph. do 
Candolle in regard to pladts, namely, that the lower any group 
of organisms is, the more widely it is apt to range. 

The relations just discussed,—namely, low and slowdy* 
changing organisms ranging more widely than the high,—some 
of the species of widely-ranging genera themselves ranging 
widely,—such facts, as alpine, lacustrine, and marsh productions 
being related (with the exceptions before specified) to those 
on the surrounding low lands and dry lands, though these 
stations are so different—the very efose relation of the distinct 
species which inhabit the islets of the same archipelago,—and 
especially the striking relation of the inhabitants of each whole 
archipelago or island to those of the nearest mainlan^l,—arc, 
I think, utterly inexplicable on the ordinary view of the 
independent creation of each species, but are explicable on 
the view of coldnisation from the nearest and readiest source, 
together with the subsequent modification and better adapta¬ 
tion of the colonists to their new homes. • 

Summary of last and present Chapters.'^Yei these chapters 
I have e^^deavoured to show, that if we make due allowance 
for our ignorance of the full effects of all the cl^jyigC3 of climate 
and of the level of the land, which have certainly occurred 
w'ithin the recent period, and of other similar changes which 
may have occurred within the same period; if we remember 
how profoundly ignorant we are with respect to the many and 
curioiCj means of occasional transport,—a subject which has 
hardly ever been properly experimentised on ; if w.e bear in 
mind how offen a species may have ranged continuously over 
a wide area, and then have become extinct in the intermediate 
tracts, 1 think the difficulties in believing that 'all the individuals 
of the same species, wherever located, have descended from 
the same parents, are not insuperable. And we are led to 
this conclusion, which has been arrived at by many naturalists 
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under the designation of single centres of creations, by some 
general considerations, more especially from the importance 
of harriers and from the ar’^logical distribution of sub-genera, 
genera, and families. 4 

With resped to the distinct species of the same genus, 
which on my theory must have spread from one parent-source ; 
if we make the same allowances as before for our ignorance, 
and remember that some forms of life change most slowly, 
enormous periods of time being thus granted for their 
migration, I do not think that the difficulties are insuperable; 
though they often are in this case, and in that of the individuals 
of the same species, extremely grave. 

As exemplifying the effects of climatal changes on distribution, 

I have attempted to show how important has been the influence 
of the modern Glacial period, which I am fully convinced 
simultaneously affected the whole world, or at least great 
meridional belts. As showing how diversified are the means 
of occasional transport, I have discussed at some little length 
the means of dispersal of fresh-water productions. 

If the difficulties be not insuperable in admitting that in the 
long course of time the individuals of the same species, and 
likewise^ of allied species, have proceeded from some one 
source ; then I think all the grand leading facts of geographical 
distribution are explicable on the theory of migration (generally 
of the more dominant forms of life), together with sul^scquent 
modification gnd the multiplication of new forms. We can 
thus understand the high imj>ortance of barriers, whether oSf" 
land or water, wlych separate our several zoological and 
botanical provinces. We can thus understand the localisation 
of sub^-genera, genera, and families; and how it is t?iat under 
different iffiiusies, for iq^tance in South Americd, the 
inhabitants of the plains and mountains, of the forests, marshes, 
and deserts, arc in so m>stcrious a manner linked together by 
affinity, and are likewise linked to the extinct beings which 
formerly inhabited the same continent. Bearing in min^ that 
the mutual relations of organism to organism are of the highest 
importance, we can see why two areas having nearly the same 
physical conditions should often be inhabited by very different 
forms of life; for^according to the length of time which has 
elapsed since new inhabitants entered one region; according 
to the nature of the communication which allowed certain 
forms and not others to enter, either in greater or lesser 
numbers; according or not, as those which entered happened 
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t8 come in more or less direct competition with each other 
and with the aborigines; and according as the immigrants 
were capable of varying more op less rapidly, there would 
ensue in different regions, indejAndently of their physical 
conditions, infinitely diversified conditions ^of life,—there 
would be an almost endless amount of organic action and 
reaction,—and we should find, as we do find, some groups of 
beings greatly, and som^ only slightly modified ,—sofne de¬ 
veloped in great force, some existing in scanty numbers—in 
the different great geographical provinces of the world. 

On these same principles, w^e can understand, as I have 
endeavoured to show, why oceanic islands should have few 
inhabitants, but of these a great number should be endemic or 
peculiar; and why, in relation to the means of migration, one 
group of beings, even within the same class, should have all 
its species endemic, and another group should have all its 
species common to other quarters of the world. We can see 
why whole groups of organisms, as batrachians and terrestrial 
mammals, should be absent from oceanic islands, whilst the 
most isolated islands possess their own peculiar species of 
aerial mammals or bats. We can see why there should be 
some relation between the presence of mammals, in-a more 
or less modified condition, and the depth of the sea between 
an island and the mainland. We can clearly see why all the 
inhabitants of an archipelago, though specifically distinct on 
the several islets, should be closely related to each other, and 
lpA.ewise be related, but less closely, to those of the nearest 
continent or other source whence immigrants were probably 
derived. We can see why in two areas, however distant from 
each othe?:^, there should be a correlation, in the presence 
of identical species, of varieties, of doubl&it-i'pecies', and 
of distinct but representative specif. 

As the late Edward Forbes often insisted, there is a striking 
parallelism in the laws of life throughout time and space : the 
laws governing the succession of forms in past times being 
nearl/the same with those governing at the present time the 
differences in different areas. We see this in many facts. 
The endurance of each species and group of species is 
continuous in lime ; for the exceptions to the rule are so few, 
that they may fairly be attributed to our riot having as yet 
discovered in an intermediate deposit the forms which are 
therein absent, but which occur above and below : so in space, 
it certainly is the general rule that the area inhabited by a 
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single species, or by a group of species, is continuous; antf 
the exceptions, which are not rare, may, as I have attempted 
to show, be accounted for by migration at some former period 
under different conditions oi^by occasional means of transport, 
and by the species having become extinct in the intermediate 
tracts. Both in time and space, species and groups of species 
have their points of maximum development. Groups of 
species, belonging either to a certain period of time, or to a 
certain area, are often characterised by trifling characters in 
common, as of sculpture or colour. , In looking to the long 
succession of ages, as in now looking to distant provinces 
throughout the world, we find that some organisms differ 
little, whilst others belonging to a different class, or to a 
different order, or even only to a different family of the 
same order, differ greatly. In both time and space the 
lower members of each class generally change less than 
the higher; but there are in both cases marked exceptions 
to the rule. On my theoty these several relations through¬ 
out time and space are intelligible; for whether we look 
to the forms of life which have changed during successive 
ages within the same quarter of the world, or to those 
which have changed after having migrated into distant 
quaiters, in both cases the forms within each class have 
been connected by the same bond of ordinjiry generation; 
and the more nearly any two forms are related in blood, the 
nearer they will generally stand to each other in time and 
space j in both cases the laws of variation have been th'P' 
same, and modific^ions have been accumulated by the same 
power of natural selection. 



CHAPTER XIII. 

i 

Mutual Affinitiks of Organic Beings : Morphology : 

Embryology : Rudimentary Organs. 

Classification, groups subordinate to groups—Natural system— 
Rules and difficulties in classification, explained on the theory of 
descent with modification—Classification of varieties—Descent 
alwa>s used in classification—Analogical or adai>tive characters— 
Affinities, general, complex and radiating—Extinction separates and 
defines groups —Mohpuology, between members of the same class, 
between jiaits of the same individual— Embryology, laws of, 
explained by variations not supervening at an early age, and being 
inherited at a corresponding age— Rudimentary organs ; their 
origin explained—Summary, 

« 

From the first dawn of life, all organic beings are found to 
resemble each pther in descending degrees, so that they can 
be classed in groups under groups. This classification is 
evidently not arbitrary like the grouping of,, the stars in 
Constellations, The existence of groups would have been of 
simple signification, if one group had bepn exclusively fitted 
to inhabit the land, and another the water; one to feed on 
flesh, andilier on vegetable matter, and so on ; but the pase is 
widely different in nature ; for it js notoriouf^dW commonly 
members of even the same sub-group have different habits. 
In our second and fourth chapters, on Variation and on 
Natural Selection, I have attempted to show that it is the 
widejy ranging, the much diffused and common, that is the 
dominant species belonging to the larger genera, which vary 
most. The varieties, or incipient species, thus ‘ produced 
ultimately become converted, as I believe, into new and 
distinct species; and these, on the principle of inheritance, 
tend to produce other new and dominant species. Con¬ 
sequently the groups which are now large, and which generally 
include many dominant species, tend to go on increasing 
indefinitely in size. I further attempted to show that from 

SiB 
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the varying descendants of each species trying to occupy a» 
many and as different places as possible in the economy of 
nature, there is a constant tendency in their characters to 
diverge. This conclusion vas supported by looking at the 
great diversity the forms*of life which, in any small area, 
come into the closest competition, and by looking to certain 
facts in naturalisation- 

I attempted also to show that thert is a constant tendency 
in the forms which are increasing in number and diverging in 
character, to supplant and exterminate the less divergent, the 
less improved, and preceding forms. * I request the reader to 
turn to the diagram illustrating the action, as formerly 
explained, of these several principles; and he will see that 
the inevitable result is that the modified descendants pro¬ 
ceeding from one progenitor become broken up into groups 
subordinate to groups. In the diagram each letter on the 
uppermost line may represent a genus including several 
species; and all the genera on this line form together one 
class, for all have descended from one ancient but unseen 
parent, and, consequently, have inherited something in 
common. But the three genera on the left hand have, on 
this san\e principle, much in common, and form a sub-family, 
distinct from that including the next two genera on the right 
hand, which diverged from a common parent at the fifth 
stage of descent. These five genera have alsb much, though 
less, in common; and they form a family distinct from that 
including the* three genera still further to the right hand^ 
which diverged at a still earlier period. And all these 
genera, descended*from (A), form an order distinct from 
the genera descended from (I). So that we here have 
many'*spccigs descended from a single progenitor grouped 
into‘genera; an 5 the gene?a are included in, or subordinate 
to, sub-families, families, and orders, all united into one class, 
'Fhus, the grand fact in natural history of the subordination 
of group under group, which, from its familiarity, does not 
always sufficiently strike us, is in my judgment fully expltined. 

Naturalists try to arrange the species, genera, and families 
in each class, on wliat is called the Natural System. But 
what is meant by this system ? Some authors look at it 
merely as a sdicnie for arranging together those living 
objects which are most alike, and for separating those which 
are most unlike; or as an artificial means for enunciating, as 
briefly as possible, general propositions,—that is, by one 
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«sentence to give the characters common, for instance, tc 
mammals, by another those common to all carnivora, 
another those common to the dog-genus, and then by 
a single sentence, a full description is given of each kim 
dog. The ingenuity and utility of this system are indis 
able. But many naturalists think that something mor^' 
meant by the Natural System; they believe that it rev 
the plan of the Creator; but unless it be specified whe 
order in lime or space, or what else is meant by the plar 
the Creator, it seems to me that nothing is thus added to 
knowledge. Such expressions as that famous one of Linna 
and which we often meet with in a more or less conccc 
form, that the characters do not make the genus, but that 
genus gives the characters, seem to imply that somett 
more is included in our classification, than mere rescmblai 
I believe that something more is included; and that ] 
pinquity of descent,—the only known cause of the simils 
of organic beings,—is the bond, hidden as it is by van 
degrees of modification, which is partially revealed to us 
our classifications. 

Let us now consider the rules followed in classification, : 
the difficulties which are encountered on the v’cw t 
classification either gives some unknown plan of creation 
is simply a scheme for enunciating general propositions ; 
of placing together the forms most like each other. It mi 
have been tliought (and was in ancient times thought) t 
those parts of the structure which determineu the habits 
life, and the general place of each being in the economy 
nature, would be of very high importatice in classificati 
Nothing-can be more false. No one regards the extei 
similarity of a mouse to a shrew, of a dugc)ngy,to^^ whate, d 
whale to a fish, as of any imporcance. 'i'hese resemblanj 
though so intimately connected with the whole life of| 
being, are ranked as merely “ adaptive or analog 
characters; ” but to the consideration of these rcsemblam 
we iiiall have to recur. It may even be given as a gene- 
rule, that the less any part of the organisation is, concerr 
with special habits, the more important it becomes 
classification. As an instance: Owen, in speaking of ' 
dugong, says, ** The generative organs bcin’^ those which 
most remotely related to the habits and food of an anims 
have always regarded as affording very clear indications 
its true affinities. 'We are least likely in the modificationi • 



r UTUAL AFFINITIES OF ORGANIC BEINGS. 321 

0 

t organs to mistake a merely adaptive for an essential 
acter,” So with plants, how remarkable it is that the 
^ ' ns of vegetation, on which their whole life depends, are 
ittle signification, e^^iepting in the first main divisions; 
ireas the organs of reproduction, with their product the 
d, are of pararpount importance! 

Ve must not, therefore, in classifying, trust to resemblances 
jarts of the organisation, however important they may be 
the welfare of the being in relation to the outer world, 
rhaps from this cause it has phrtly arisen, that almost all 
'.uralists lay the greatest stress on resemblances in organs of 
;h vital or physiological importance. No doubt this view 
the classificatory importance of organs which are important 
generally, but by no means always, true. But their 
iportance for classification, I believe, depends on their 
eater constancy throughout large groups of species; and 
is constancy depends on such organs having generally been 
ibjected to less changb in the adaptation of the species to 
leir conditions of life. That the mere physiological importance 
f an organ does not determine its classificatory value, is 
Imost shown by the one fact, that in allied groups, in which 
,ie same organ, as we have every reason to suppose, has 
.early the same physiological value, its classificatory value 
$ widely different. No naturalists can have worked at any 
,roup without being struck with this fact; and it has been 
aost fully • acknowledged in the writings of almost eacej^v 
luthor. It will suffice to quote the highest authority, Robert 
irown", who in -speaking of certain organs in the Proteaceae, 
iays their generic importance, “ like that of all their parts, not 
Dnly in tjjis but, as I apprehend, in every natural family, is 
rery unequalV^and in some cases seems to be entirely lost.” 
ft.gain in another work he says, the genera of the Connaracese 
differ in having one or more ovaria, in the existence or 
absence of albumen, in the imbricate or valvular aestivation. 
\ny one of these characters singly is frequently of m%re than 
jeneric importance, though here even when all taken together 
.hey appear insufficient to separate Cnestis from Connarus.” 
To give an example amongst insects, in one great division of 
.he Hymenoptura, the antennae, as Westwood has remarked, 
ire most constant in structure; in another division they 
"differ much, and the differences are of quite subordinate 
Value in classification; yet no one probably will say that the 
antennae in these two divisions of the same order are of 
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unequal physiological importance. Any number of instances 
could be given of the varying importance for classification of 
the same important organ within the same group of beings. 

Again, no one will say that tudimentary or atrophied 
organs are of high physiological or vital importance; y^t, 
undoubtedly, organs in this condition are often of high value 
in classification. No one^will dispute that the rudimentary 
teeth in the upper jaws of young rumin.ints, and fcertain 
rudimentary bones of the leg, are highly serviceable in 
exhibiting the close aflmity between Ruminants and 
Pachyderms. Robert Brown has strongly insisted on the 
fact that the rudimentary florets are of the highest importance 
in the classification of the Grasses. 

Numerous instances could be given of characters derived 
from parts which must be considered of very trifling physio¬ 
logical importance, but which are universally admitted as 
highly serviceable in the definition of whole groups. For 
instance, whether or not there is an* open passage from the 
nostrils to the mouth, the only character, according to Owen, 
which absolutely distinguishes fishes and reptiles—the 
inflection of the angle of the jaws in Marsupials—the manner 
in which the wings of insects are folded—mere colour in 
certain Algae—mere pubescence on parts of the flower in 
grasses—the nattire of the dermal covering, as hair or 
feathers, in the Vertebrata, If the Ornithorhynchus had 
covered with feathers instead of hair, this external and 
trifling character would, I think, have been considered by 
naturalists as important an aid in determinitig the degree of 
affinity of this strange creature to birds and reptiles, as an 
approach in structure in any one internal and important 
organ. ' 

The importance, for classification, of trifling characters, 
mainly depends on their being correlated with several other 
characters of more or less importance. The value indeed of 
an aggregate of characters is very evident in natural history. 
Hence, as has often been remarked, a species may depart 
from its allies in several characters, both of high physiological 
importance and of almost universal prevalence, and yet leave 
us in no doubt where it should be ranked. "Hence, also, it 
has been found, that a classification founded on any single 
character, however important that may be, has always failed; 
for no part of the organisation is universally constant. The 
importance; of an aggregate of characters, even when none 
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are important, alone explains, I think, that saying of Linnleus, 
that the characters do not give the genus, but the genus gives 
the characters ; for this saying seems founded on an apprecia¬ 
tion of many trifling poipts of resemblance, too slight to be 
defined. Certain plants, belonging to the ^alpighiacese, bear 
perfect and degraded flowers ; in the latter, as A. de Jussieu 
has remarked, “ ^he greater numi;>er of the characters proper 
to the species, to the genus, to the family, to the class, 
disappear, and thus laugh at our classification.” But when 
Aspicarpa produced in France,* during several years, only 
degraded flowers, departing so wonderfully in a number of 
the most important points of structure from the proper type 
of the order, yet M. Richard sagaciously saw, as Jussieu 
■ observes, that this genus should still be retained amongst the 
Malpighiaceae. This case seems to me well to illustrate the 
spirit with which our classifications are sometimes necessarily 
founded. 

Practically when naturalists are at work, they do not 
trouble themselves about the physiological value of the 
characters which they use in defining a group, or in allocating 
any particular species. If they find a character nearly 
unifdrm, and common to a great number of forms, and not 
common to others, they use it as one of high value; if 
common to some lesser number, they use 4 t as of subordinate • 
value. This principle has been broadly confessed by some 
naturalist to be the true one ; and by none more clearly than 
by that excellent botanist, Aug. St. Hilaire. If certain 
characters are c^ways found correlated with others, though no 
apparent bond of connexio^n can be discovered between them, 
esgecial value is set on them. As in most groups of 
animals,*imp«rtant orgjyis, such as those for propelling the 
blood, or for aerating it, or those for propagating the race, 
are found nearly uniform, they are considered as highly 
serviceable in classification; but in some groups of animals 
all these, the most important vital organs, are foun4 to offer 
characters of quite subordinate value. 

We tan see why characters derived from the embryo shoud 
be of equal importance with those derived from the adult, for 
our class ificat^ns of course include all ages of each species. 
But it is by no means obvious, on the ordinary view, why the 
structure of the embrj'o should be more important for this 
purpose than that of the adult, which alone plays its full part 
in the economy of nature. Yet it has been strongly urged 
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by those great naturalists, Milne Edwards and Agassiz, that 
embryonic characters are the most important of any in the 
classification of animals ; and this doctrine has very generally 
been admitted as true. The samf fact holds good with 
flowering plants, pf which the two main divisio:fs have been 
founded on characters derived from the embryo,—on the 
number and position of \h^ embryonic leases or cotyledons, 
and on the mode of development of the plumule and radicle. 
In our discussion on embryology, we shall see why such 
characters are so valuable, cti the view of classification tacitly 
including the idea of descent. 

Our classifications are often plainly influenced by chains of 
affinities. Nothing can be easier than to define a number of 
characters common to all birds; but in the case of crustaceans, 
such definition has hitherto been found impossible. There 
are crustaceans at the opposite ends of the series, which 
have hardly a character in common; yet the species at both 
ends, from being plainly allied to others, and these to others, 
and so onwards, can be recognised as unequivocally belonging 
to this, and to no other class of the Articulata. 

Geographical distribution has often been used, though 
perhaps not quite logically, in classification, more cspetially 
in very large groups of closely allied forms. Tenmiinck 
insists on the utikty or even necessity of this practice in 
certain groups of birds ; and it has been followed by several 
entomologists and botanists, ^ 

Ti'inally, with respect to the comparative value of the various 
groups of species, such as orders, sub-ordess, families, sub¬ 
families, anjj genera, they seem Xp iQJXiit at present, 

almost arbitrary. Several of the best botanists, such as -^ylr. 
Bentham and others, have strongly insisted on Their arbitrary 
value. Instances could be given amongst plants and insects, 
of a group of forms, first ranked by practised naturalists as 
only a genus, and then raised to the rank of a sub-family or 
family; f^nd this has been done, not because further research 
has detected important structural differences, at 'first over¬ 
looked, but because numerous allied species, wiili lilightly 
different grades of difference, have been subsequently 
discovered. \ 

All the foregoing rules and aids and difficulties in classifica¬ 
tion are exjjlained, if I do not greatly deceive myself, on the 
view that the natural system is founded on descent with 
modification; that the characters which naturalists consider 
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as showing true affinity between any two or more species, 
are those which have been inherited from a common parent, 
and, in so far, all true classification is genealogical; that 
community of descent isj^ the hidden bond which naturalists 
have been 4^pconsciously seeking, and not some unknown 
plan of creation, or the enunciation of general propositions, 
and the mere putting together aijfl separating objects more 
or less alike. 

But I must explain my meaning more fully. I believe that 
the arrangement of the groups •within each class, in due 
subordination and relation to the other groups, must be 
strictly genealogical in order to be natural; but that the 
amount of difference in the several branches or groups, though 
^allied in the same degree in blood to their common progenitor, 
may differ greatly, being due to the different degrees ot 
modification which they have undergone ; and this is expressed 
by the forms being ranked under different genera, families, 
sections, or orders, lihe reader will best understand what 
is meant, if he will take the trouble of referring to the diagram 
in the fourth chapter. AVe will suppose the letters A to L 
to represent allied genera, which lived during the Silurian 
epoch, and these have descended from a species which existed 
at an unknown anterior period. Species of three of these 
genera (A, F, and I) have transmitted modified descendants-* 
to the present day, represented by the fifteen genera {a\^ to 
2;^*) on thejjppermost horizontal line. Now all these modified 
descendants from a single species, are represented as related 
in blood or degeent to the same degree; they may meta¬ 
phorically be called cousins to the same millicjnth degree; 
yet they differ widely and in different degrees from each other. 
Tjie foriSs d^«cended from A, now broken up into two or 
three families, constitute a distinct order from those descended 
from I, also broken up into two families. Nor can the existing 
species, descended from A, be ranked in the saraa genus with 
the parent A; or those from I, with the parent 1 . ^But the 
existing genus F'* may be suppose4to have been but slightly 
modified j and it will then rank with the parent-genus F; 
just as some few still living organic beings belong to Silurian 
genera. So ^hat the amount or value of the differences 
between organic beings all related to each other in the same 
degree in blood, has come to be widely different Nevertheless 
their genealogical arrangement remains strictly true, not only 
at the present time, but at each successive period of descent 
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All Ihe modified descendants from A will have inherited 
something in common from their common parent, as will 
all the descendants from I ; so will it be with each subordinate 
branch of descendants, at each successive period. If, however, 
we choose to suppose that any of the desccndftnts of A or 
of I have been so much modified as to have more or less 
completely lost traces of ^heir parentage, *in this case, their 
jjiaccs in a natural classification will have been more or less 
completely lost,—as sometimes seems to have occurred with 
existing organisms. All tke descendants of the genus F, 
along its whole line of descent, are supposed to have been 
but little modified, and they yet form a single genus. But 
this genus, though much isolated, will still occupy its proper 
intermediate position ; for F originally was intermediate in 
character between A and I, and the several genera descended 
from these two genera will have inherited to a certain extent 
their characters. This natural arrangements is shown, as 
far as is possible on paper, in the diagram, but in much too 
simple a manner. If a branching diagram had not been used, 
and only the names of the groups had been written in a 
linear series, it would have been still less possible to have 
given a natural arrangement; and it is notoriously noi possible 
to represent in a series, on a flat surface, the affinities which 
we discover in nature amongst the beings of the same group. 
Thus, on the view' which I hold, the natural system is 
genealogical in its arrangement, like a pedigree; but the 
degrees of modification which the different groups have 
undergone, have to be expressed by ranking them- under 
different s^-called genera, sub-fomilies, families, sections, 
orders, and classes. 

It may be worth while to illustrate,this view (?f classification, 
by taking the case of languages. If we possessed a perfect 
pedigree of mankind, a genealogical arrangement of the races 
of man would afford the best classification of the various 
languages now spoken throughout the w'orld ; and if all extinct 
languages, and all intermediate and slowly changing dialects, 
had to be included, such an arrangement would, I think, 
be the only possible one. Yet it might be that'some very 
ancient language had altered little, and ha<i given rise to 
few new languages, whilst others (owning to the spreading and 
subsequent isolation and states of civilisation of the several 
races, descended from a common race) had altered much, 
and had given rise to many new languages and dialects. The 
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various degrees of diiference in the languages from the same 
stock, would have to be expressed by groups subordinate 
to groups ; but the proper or even only possible arrangement 
would still be genealogical and this would be strictly natural, 
as it would cdtonect together all languages, extinct and modern, 
by the closest affinities, and would give the filiation and 
origin of each tongtie. • 

In confirmation of this view, let us glance at the classification 
of varieties, which are believed or known to have descended 
from one species. These are gfouped under species, with 
sub-varieties under varieties; and with our domestic produc¬ 
tions, several other grades of difference are requisite, as we 
have seen with pigeons. The origin of the existence of groups 
"^'subordinate to groups, is the same with varieties as with 
species, namely, closeness of descent with various degrees 
of modification. Nearly the same rules are followed in 
classifying varieties, as wdth species. Authors have insisted 
on the necessity of classing varieties on a natural instead 
of an artificial system; we are cautioned, for instance, not 
to class two varieties of the pine-apple together, merely because 
their fruit, though the most important part, happens to be 
nearly idSntical; no one puts the Swedish and common turnips 
together, though the esculent and thickened stems are so 
similar. Whatever part is found to be TOost constant, is ' 
used in classing varieties : thus the great agriculturist Marshall 
says the horns are very useful for this purpose with Settle, 
because they are less variable than the shape or colour of 
the body, &c.; whereas with sheep the horns are much less 
serviceable, because less ^constant. In classing varieties, 

I appreh^d if we had a real pedigree, a genealogical classifica¬ 
tion would be*tiniversally,preferred; and it has been attempted 
by some authors. For we might feel sure, whether there had 
been more or less modification, the principle of inheritance 
would keep the forms together which were allied in the 
greatest number of points. In tumbter pigeons, thomgh some 
sub-varieties differ from the others in the important character 
of havifig a longer beak, yet all are kept together from having 
the common habit of tumbling; but the short-faced breed 
has nearly oi> quite lost this habit; nevertheless, without 
any reasoning or thinking on the subject, these tumblers are 
kept in the same group, because allied in blood and alike 
in some other respects. If it could be proved that the 
Hottentot had descended from the Negro, I think he would 
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be classed under the Negro group, however much he might 
differ in colour and other important characters from negroes. 

With species in a state of nature, every naturalist has in 
fact brought descent into his classification; for he includes 
in his lowest grade, or that of a species, the sexes; and 
how enormously these sometimes differ in the most important 
characters, is known to ar/ery naturalist :* scarcely a single 
fact can be predicated in common of the males and hferma- 
phrodites of certain cirripedes, when adult, and yet no one 
dreams of separating thenf: The naturalist includes as one 
species the several larval stages of the same individual, how¬ 
ever much they may differ from each other and from the 
adult; as he likewise includes the so-called alternate genera¬ 
tions of Steenstrup, which can only in a technical sense be 
considered as the same individual. He includes monsters; 
he includes varieties, not solely because they closely resemble 
the parent-form, but because they are descended from it. 
He who believes that the cowslip 'is descended from the 
primrose, or conversely, ranks them together as a single 
species, and gives a single definition. As soon as three 
Orchidean forms (Monochanthus, Myanthus, and Catasetum), 
which had previously been ranked as three distindi genera, 
w'ere known to be sometimes produced on the same spike, 
they were immediately included as a single species. But it 
may be asked, what ought we to do, if it could be proved 
tbat^ one species of kangaroo had been produced, by a long 
course of modification, from a bear ? Ought we to rank 
this one species with bears, and what should wc do with the 
other species? The supposition,is of course preposterous; 
and I might answ'er by the argumenfum ad hominem^ and, ask 
what should be done if a perfect kapgaroo w^ei? seen to come 
out of the womb of a bear ? According to all analogy, it would 
be ranked with bears; but then assuredly all the other species 
of the kangaroo family would have to be classed under the 
bear gewus. The whole case is preposterous; for where there 
has been close descent in common, there wull certainly be 
close resemblance or affinity. 

As descent has universally been used in classing together 
the individuals of the same species, though sthe males and 
females and larvae are sometimes extremely different; and 
as it has been used in classing varieties which have under¬ 
gone a certain, and sometimes a considerable amount of 
modification, may not this same clement of descent have 
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been unconsciously used in grouping species under genera, 
and genfera under higher groups, though in these cases the 
modification has been greater in degree, and has taken a 
longer time to complete I believe it has thus been un¬ 
consciously usd^i; and only thus can I understand the several 
rules and guides which have been followed by our best 
systematists. We fiave no written* pedigrees; we have to 
make out community of descent by resemblances of any kind. 
Therefore we choose those characters which, as far as we can 
judge, are the least likely to have •been modified in relation 
to the conditions of life to which each species has been 
recently exposed. Rudimentary structures on this view are 
as good as, or even sometimes better than, other parts of 
Fn^ organisation. AVe care not how trilling a character ma)’ 
be—let it be the mere inflection of the angle of the jaw, 
the manner in which an insect’s wing is folded, whether the 
skin be covered by hair or feathers—if it prevail throughout 
many and different species, especially those having very 
different habits of life, it assumes high value; for we can 
account for its presence in so many forms with such different 
habits, 01^ by its inheritance from a common parent. We 
may err* iirthis respect in regard to single points of structure, 
but when several characters, let them be ever so trifling, 
occur together throughout a large group Of beings having 
different habits, we may feel almost sure, on the theory of 
descent, tha* these characters have been inherited from 
common ancestor. And we know that such correlated or 
aggregated characters have especial value in classification. 

We can understand why g. species or a group *of species 
may depa^. in several of its most important characteristics, 
from irs mlies,'^lnd yet be safely classed with them. This 
may be safely done, and is often done, as long as a sufficient 
number of characters, let them be ever so unimportant, 
betrays the hidden bond of community of descent Let 
two forms have not a single character in common,* yet if 
these extreme forms are connected together by a chain of 
intermediate groups, we may at once infer their community 
of_descent, and we put them all into the same class. As 
we find organs o# high physiological importance—those which 
serve to preserve life under the most diverse conditions of 
existence—are generally the most constant, we attach especial 
value to them; but if these same organs, in another group 
or section of a group, are found to differ much, we at once 
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value them less in our classification. We shall hereafter, I 
think, clearly see why embryological characters are' of such 
high classificatory importance. Geographical distribution 
may sometimes be brought usefujjy into play in classing large 
and widely-distributed genera, because all th/ species of the 
same genus, inhabiting any distinct and isolated region, have 
in all probability descended from the same parents. 

We can understand, on these views, the very irhportant 
distinction between real affinities and analogical or adaptive 
resemblances. Lamarck** first called attention to this dis¬ 
tinction, and he has been ably followed by Macleay and 
others. The resemblance, in the shape of the body and in 
the fin-like anterior limbs, between the dugong, which is a 
pachydermatous animal, and the whale, and between bo*iii 
these mammals and fishes, is analogical. Amongst insects 
there are innumerable instances ; thus Linnoeus, misled by 
external appearances, actually classed an homopterous insect 
as a moth. We see something of the same kind even in 
our domestic varieties, as in the thickened stems of the common 
and Swedish turnip. The resemblance of the greyhound and 
racehorse is hardly more fanciful than the analogies which 
have been drawn by some authors betw’een veVy * distinct 
animals. On my view of characters being of real importance 
for classification, only in so far as they reveal descent, we 
can clearly understand why analogical or adaptive character, 
^Itji.ough of the utmost importance to the welfare of the 
being, are almost valueless to the systematist. For animals, 
belonging to two most distinct lines of dascent, may readily 
become adapted to similar coijditions, and thus assume a 
close external resemblance; but such resemblanjps w^I not 
reveal—will rather tend to conc^l their fflood-relationship 
to their proper lines of descent. We can also understand 
the apparent paradox, that the very same characters are 
analogical when one class or order is compared with another, 
but gire true affinities when the members of the same class 
or order are compared one witn another: thus the shape 
of the body and fin-like limbs are only analogical when 
whales are compared with fishes, being adaptations in both 
classes for swimniing through the water; Iwit the shape of 
the body and fin-like limbs serve as characters exhibiting 
true affinity between the several members of the whale 
family; for these cetaceans agree in so many characters, 
great and small, that we cannot doubt that they have inherited 
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their general shape of body and structure of limbs from^ a 
common ancestor. So it is with fishes. 

As members of distinct classes have often been adapted 
by successive slight modifications to live under nearly similar 
circumstances,-^to inhabit for instance the three elements 
of land, air, and water,—we can perhaps understand how 
it is that a numerical parallelism has^ometimes been observed 
between the sub-groups in distinct classes- A naturalist, 
struck by a parallelism of this nature in any one class, by 
arbitrarily raising or sinking the •value of the groups in 
other classes (and all our .experience shows that this valuation 
has hitherto been arbitrary), could easily extend the parallelism 
over a wide range; and thus the septenary, quinary, 
quiaternary, and ternary classifications have probably arisen. 

As the modified descendants of dominant species, belonging 
to the larger genera, tend to inherit the advantages, which 
made the groups to which they belong large and their parents 
dominant, they are almost sure to spread widely, and to 
seize on more and more places in the economy of nature. The 
larger and more dominant groups thus tend to go on increasing 
in size; and they consequently supplant many smaller and 
feebler ^iTTtips. Thus wc can account for the fact that all 
organisms, recent and extinct, are included under a few 
great orders, under still fewer classes, and nil in one great 
natural system. As showing how few the higher groups 
are in numli^r, and how widely spread they are throughput 
the world, the fact is striking, that the discovery of Australia 
has not added a single insect belonging to a new order; and 
that in the vegetable kingdom, as 1 learn from D<. Hooker, 
it has^'added only two or three orders of small size. 

In the *chapt®r on geojogical succession I attempted to 
show, on the principle of each group having generally 
diverged much in character during the long-continued process 
of modification, how it is that the more ancient forms of life 
often present characters in some slight degree inter^wediate 
between existing groups. '* A few old and intermediate 
parent-forms having occasionally transmitted to the present 
day descendants but little modified, will give to us our 
so^alled oscularvt or aberrant groups. The more aberrant 
any form is, the greater must be the number of con¬ 
necting forms which on my theory have been exterminated 
and utterly lost. And we have some evidence of aberrant 
forms having suffered severely from extinction, for they are 
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generally represented by extremely few species; and such 
species as do occur are generally very distinct from each 
other, which again implies extinction. The genera Ornitho- 
rhynchus and Lepidosiren, for ^example, would not have 
been less aberrant had each been represented by a dozen 
species instead of by a single one; but such richness in 
species, as I find after soijae investigation,* does not commonly 
fall to the lot of aberrant genera. We can, I think} account 
for this fact only by looking at aberrant forms as failing 
groups conquered by mere successful competitors, with a 
few members preserved by some unusual coincidence of 
favourable circumstances, 

Mr. Waterhouse has remarked that, when a member be¬ 
longing to one group of animals exhibits an affinity to a qiflle 
distinct group, this affinity in most cases is general and not 
special: thus, according to Mr. Waterhouse, of all Rodents, 
the bizcacha is most nearly related to Marsupials; but in the 
points in which it approaches this order, its relations are 
general, and not to any one marsupial species more than to 
another. As the points of affinity of the bizcacha to Marsupials 
are believed to be real and not merely adaptive, they are due 
on my theory to inheritance in common. TherefbreVe must 
suppose either that all Rodents, including the bizcacha, 
branched off from some very ancient Marsupial, which will 
have had a character in some degree intermediate with respect 
to ^11 existing Marsupials; or that both Rodents a»Md Marsupials 
"branched off from a common progenitor, and that both groups 
have since undergone much modification ^n divergent direc¬ 
tions. Op either view we may ^suppose that the Ijizcacha has 
retained, by inheritance, more of the character of its i^ncient 
progenitor than have other Rodents; and^her^ore it.will 
not be specially related to any one existing Marsupial, but 
indirectly to all or nearly all Marsupials, from having partially 
retained the character of their common progenitor, or of an 
early member of the group. On the other hand, of all 
Marsupials, as Mr. Waterhouse has remarked, the phascolomys 
resembles most nearly, not any one species, but the general 
order of Rodents. In this case, however, it may be strongly 
suspected that thie resemblance is only ansjogical, owirtg to 
the phascolomys having become adapted to habits like those 
of a Rodent. The elder De Candolle has made nearly 
similar observations on the general nature of the affinities of 
distinct orders of plants. 
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On the principle of the multiplication and gradual divergenc^e 
in character of the species descended from a common parent, 
together with their retention by inheritance of some characters 
in common, we can understand the excessively complex and 
radiating affinitk^ by whicn all the members of the same 
family or higher group are connected together. For the 
common parent of a Vhole family of^species, now broken up 
by extinction into distinct groups and sub-groups, will have 
transmitted some of its characters, modified in various ways 
and degrees, to all ; and the several species will consequently 
be related to each other by circuitous lines of affinity of 
various lengths (as may be seen in the diagram so often 
referred to), mounting up through many predecessors. As 
it iS difficult to show the blood-relationship between the 
numerous kindred of any ancient and noble family, even by 
the aid of a genealogical tree, and almost impossible to do 
this without this aid, we can understand the extraordinary 
difficulty which naturalists have experienced in describing, 
without the aid of a diagram, the various aflinities wdiich they 
perceive between the many living and extinct members of the 
same great natural class. 

Extinctidi^ as we have seen in the fourth chapter, has 
played an important part in defining and widening the intervals 
between the several groups in each class. iWe may thus 
account even for the distinctness of whole classes from each 
other—for ins4ance, of l)irds from all other vertebrate animals 
—by the belief that many ancient forms of life have been 
utterly lost, throught which the early progenitors of birds were 
formerly connected with the early progenitors of the other 
vertebrate classes. There has been less entire extinction of 
the forms of life w^iich once ^connected fishes with batrachians. 
There has been still less in some other classes, as in that of 
the Crustacea, for here the most wonderfully diverse forms 
are still tied together by a long, but broken, chain of affinities. 
Extinction has only separated groups: it has by no ftieans 
made them; for if every form which has ever lived on this 
earth were suddenly to reappear, though it would be quite 
impossible to give definitions by which each group could be 
distiffguished fron^i other groups, as all would blend together 
by steps as fine as those between the finest existing varieties, 
nevertheless a natural classification, or at least a natural 
arrangen^nt, would be possible. We shall see this by turning 
to the diagram: the letters, A to L, may represent eleven 
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Silurian genera, some of which have produced large groups 
of modified descendants. Every intermediate link between 
these eleven genera and their primordial parent, and -every 
intermediate link in each braych and sub-branch of their 
descendants, may be supposed to be still aliyb*; and the links 
to be as fine as those betw'een the finest varieties. In this 
case it would be quit^ impossible to £ive any definition by 
which the several members of the several groups cduld be 
distinguished from their more immediate parents; or these 
parents from their ancietfl and unknowm progenitor. Yet the 
natural arrangement in the diagram would still hold good; 
and, on the principle of inheritance, all the forms descended 
from A, or from I, would have something in common. In a 
tree we can specify this or that branch, though at the acCfial * 
fork the two unite and blend together. We could not as I 
have said, define the several groups; but we could pick out 
types, or forms, representing most of the characters of each 
group, whether large or small, and thus give a general idea of 
the value of the differences between them. This is what we 
should be driven to, if we were ever to succeed in collecting 
all the forms in any class which have lived throughout all 
time and space. We shall certainly never sucedEd Tn making 
so perfect a collection: nevertheless, in certain classes, we are 
tending in this direction; and Milne Edwards has lately in¬ 
sisted, in an able paper, on the high importance of looking to 
t^ucs, whether or not we can separate and define the groups 
*to which such types belong. 

Finally, we have seen that natural selection, w^htch results 
from th<i struggle for existenc^, and which almost inevitably 
induces extinction and divergence of character in th^ many 
descendants from one dominant,parent-sp(R:ies, explains that 
great and universal feature in the affinities of all organic beings, 
namely, their subordination in group under group. We use 
the element of descent in classing the individuals of both 
sexe^.and of all ages, although having few characters in 
common, under one species; we use descent in classing 
aclcnowledged varieties, however different they rnhy be from 
their parent; and I believe this element of descent is the 
hidden bond of connexion which naturajists have sought 
under the term of the Natural System. On this idea of the 
natural system being, in so far as it has been perfected, 
genealogical in its arrangement, with the grades of,difference 
between the descendants from a common parent, expressed by 
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the terms genera, families, orders, &c., we can understand the 
rules which we are compelled to follow in our classification. 
We can understand why we value certain resemblances far 
more than others ; why we are permitted to use rudimentary 
and useless orgjfijs, or others of trifling physiological import¬ 
ance ; why, in comparing one group with a distinct group, we 
summarily reject analogical or adaptive characters, and yet 
use these same characters within the limits of the same group. 
We can clearly see how it is that all living and extinct forms 
can be grouped together in one grelt system; and how the 
several members of each cla-ss are connected together by the 
most complex and radiating lines of affinities. We shall never, 
probably, disentangle the inextricable web of affinities between 
the 'members of any one class; but when we have a distinct 
object in view, and do not look to some unknown plan of 
creation, we may hope to make sure but slow progress. 

Morphology ,—We have ^een that the members of the same 
class, independently of their habits of life, resemble each 
other in the general plan of their organisation. 'I'his resem¬ 
blance is often expressed by the term “ unity of type ;" or by 
saying tfiaf* the several parts and organs in the different 
species of the class are homologous. The whole subject is 
included under the general name of Morphology. This is 
the most interesting department of natural history, and may 
be said to be its very soul. What can be more curious th&n 
that the hand of a man, formed for grasping, that of a mole for 
digging, the leg of 4 he horse, the paddle of the porpoise, and 
the wing of the bat, should be constructed on-^he same 
pattern; an^ should include the same bones, in the same 
relative positions? Geoflfre^y St. Hilaire has insisted strongly 
on the high importance of relative connexion in homologous 
organs: the parts may change to almost any extent in form 
and size, and yet they alw'ays remain connected together in 
the same order. We never find, for instance, the bc^es of 
the arm and forearm, or of the thigh and leg, transposed. 
Hence the same names can be given to the homologous 
bones in widely different animals. We see the same great 
law ih the constmction of the mouths of insects: what can 
be more different than the immensely long spiral proboscis 
of a sphinx-moth, the curious folded one of a bee or bug, and 
the great;.jaws of a beetle?—^yet all these organs, serving for 
such different purposes, are formed by infinitely numerous 
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modifications of an upper lip, mandibles, and two pairs 
maxillae. Analogous laws govern the construction of 
mouths and limbs of crustaceans. So it is with the flow 
of plants. 

Nothing can be more hopeless than to a^-tempt to exp 
this similarity of pattern in members of the same class, 
utility or by the doctriiP.e of final causes. The hopelessi 
of the attempt has been expressly admitted by Owerl in 
most interesting work on the ‘Nature of Limbs.’. On 
ordinary view of the independent creation of each being, 
can only say that so it is;—that it has so pleased the Cre 
to construct each animal and plant. 

The explanation is manifest on the theory of the natural S' 
tion of successive slight modifications,—each modification b 
profitable in some way to the modified form, but often af 
ing by correlation of growth other parts of the organisal 
In changes of this nature, there will be little or no tende 
to modify the original pattern, or to transpose parts, 
bones of a limb might be shortened and widened to an 
tent, and become gradually enveloped in thick raembran 
as to serve as a fin ; or a webbed foot might have all its be 
or certain bones, lengthened to any extent, and ttftT memb 
connecting them increased to any extent, so as to serv 
a wing: yet in all this great amount of modification tl 
will be no tendency to alter the framework of bones or 
relative connexion of the several parts. If wp suppose 
the ancient progenitor, the archetype as it may be caller 
all mammals, had its limbs constructed on the exis 
general pattern, for whatever purpose they served, we ca 
once perceive the plain signification of the homologous ■ 
struction of the limbs throughout the whtvle class. So. 
the mouths of insects, we have only to suppose that 1 
common progenitor had an upper lip, mandibles, and two 
of maxillse, these parts being perhaps very simple in fc 
and lA-.en natural selection will account for the infinite dive 
in structure and function of the mouths of insects. Nt 
theless, it is conceivable that the general pattern of an o 
might become so much obscured as to be finally lost, bj 
atrophy and ultimately by the complete ?i)ortion of ' 
parts, by the soldering together of other parts, and by 
doubling or multiplication of others,—variations which 
know to be within the limits of possibility. In the paddl 
the extinct gigantic sea-lizards, and in the mouths of ce 
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ctorial crustaceans, the general pattern seems to have be^n 
as to a certain extent obscured. 

There is another and equally curious branch of the present 
bject; namely, the comparison not of the same part in 
ferent members of a class, but of the different parts or 
;ans in the same individual. Most physiologists believe 
it the bones of S-he skull are homologous with—that is 
■respond in number and in relative connexion with—the 
mental parts of a certain number of vertebrse. The anterior 
i posterior limbs in each member of the vertebrate and 
iculate classes are plainly homologous. We see the same 
• in comparing the wonderfully complex jaws and legs in 
staceans. It is familiar to almost every one, that in a 
ver the relative position of the sepals, petals, stamens, and 
:ils, as well as their intimate structure, are intelligible on the 
that they consist of metamorphosed leaves, arranged in 
)ire. In monstrous plants, we often get direct evidence of 
possibility of one organ^bcing transformed into another; and 
can actually see in embryonic crustaceans and in many 
sr animals, and in flowers, that organs, which when mature 
ome extremely different, are at an early stage of growth 
zt\y 

low inexplicable are these facts on the ordinary view of 
.tion ! Why should the brain be enclosed* in a box com- 
2d of such numerous and such extraordinarily shaped pieces 
:)one ? Owen has remarked, the benefit derived fr^m 
yielding of the separate pieces in the act of parturition of 
nmals, will by 90 means explain the same construction in 
skulls of birds. Why should similar bones Ijave been 
tied in the formation of*the wing and leg of a bat, used 
hey ar^ for mch totally different purposes ? ^Vhy should 
crustacean, which has an extremely complex mouth formed 
many parts, consequently always have fewer legs; or 
versely, those with many legs have simpler mouths? 
y should the sepals, petals, stamens, and pistils 91 any 
vidual flower, though fitted for such widely different 
poses/ be all constructed on the same pattern ? 

'll the theory of natural selection, we can satisfactorily 
"v^Cr these questions. In the vertebrata, we see a series of 
rnal vertebrae bearing certain processes and appendages; 
' he articulata, we see the body divided into a series of 
oentg, bearing external appendages; and in flowering 
.ts, we see a series of successive spiral whorls of leaves. 


22 
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Ar indefinite repetition of the same part or organ is the 
common characteristic (as Owen has observed) of all low or 
little-modified forms; therefore we may readily believe that 
the unknown progenitor of the vertebrata possessed many 
vertebrae; the unknown progenitor of the ar^iculata, many 
segments; and the unknown progenitor of flowering plants, 
many spiral whorls of leaves. We have ^formerly seen that 
parts many times repeated are eminently liable to v^ry in 
number and structure; consequently it is quite probable that 
natural selection, during a, long-continued course of modifica¬ 
tion, should have seized on a certain number of the priraordi- 
ally similar elements, many times repeated, and have adapted 
them to the most diverse purposes. And as the whole 
amount of modification will have been effected by slight 
successive steps, we need not wonder at discovering in such 
parts or organs, a certain degree of fundamental resemblance, 
retained by the strong principle of inheritance. 

In the great class of molluscs, thpugh we can homologise 
the parts of one species with those of another and distinct 
species, w^e can indicate but few serial homologies; that is, 
we are seldom enabled to say that one part or organ is 
homologous with another in the same individuaU-JSnd we 
can understand this fact; for in molluscs, even in the lowest 
members of th^ class, we do not find nearly so much 
indefinite repetition of any one part, as we find in the other 
great classes of the animal and vegetable kingdoms. 

Naturalists frequently speak of the skull as formed of 
metamorphosed vertebrae : the jaws of crabs as metamorphosed 
legs; the stamens and pistils of flowers, as metamorphosed 
leaves; but it would in these case^ probably be more correct, 
as Professor Huxley has remarked, to spea^^ of tDth skull 
and vertebrae, both jaws and legs, &c.,—as having been 
metamorphosed, not one from the other, but from some 
common element. Naturalists, however, use such language 
only in a metaphorical sense: they are far from meaning that 
during long course of descent, primordial organs of any 
kind—vertebrae in the one case and legs in the other—have 
actually been modified into skulls or jaws. Yet so strong is 
the appearance of a modification of this nature having 
occurred, that naturalists can hardly avoid employing language 
having this plain signification. On my view these terms may 
be used literally; and the wonderful fact of the jaws, for 
instance, of a crab retaining numerous characters, which they 
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would probably have retained through inheritance, if they 
had really been metamorphosed during a long course of 
descent from true legs, or from some simple appendage, is 
explained. 

-Em^ryoiogy.^lt has already been casually remarked that 
certain organs in tWe individual, which when mature become 
widely different and serve for different purposes, are in the 
embryo exactly alike. The embryos, also, of distinct animals 
within the same class are often strikingly similar; a better 
proof of this cannot be given, than a circumstance mentioned 
by Agassiz, namely, that having forgotten to ticket the embryo 
of some vertebrate animal, he cannot now tell whether it be 
* tlMt of a mammal, bird, or reptile. The vermiform larvae of 
moths, flies, beetles, &c., resemble each other much more 
closely than do the mature insects; but in the case of larvae, 
the embryos are active, and have been adapted for special 
lines of life. A trace qf the law of embryonic resemblance, 
sometimes lasts till a rather late age : thus birds of the same 
genus, and of closely allied genera, often resemble each other 
in their first and second plumage; as we see in the spotted 
‘ featheffi^lfi the thrush group. In the cat tribe, most of the 
species are striped or spotted in line; and stripes can be 
plainly distinguished in the whelp of the lioji. We occasion¬ 
ally though rarely see something of this kind in plants: thus 
the erabryqpic leaves of the ulex or furze, and the first leaves 
of the phyllodineous acaccas, are pinnate or divided like the 
ordinary leaves (jf the Icgurninosae. 

The points of structure, in which the embryos of widely 
different animals of the ftime class resemble each other, 
often hafb no ^krect relation to their conditions of existence. 
We cannot, for instance, Suppose that in the embryos of the 
vertebrata the peculiar loop-like course of the arteries near 
the branchial slits are related to similar conditions,—in the 
young mammal which is nourished in the womb of its mother, 
'in the egg of the bird which is hatched in a nest, an^ in the 
spawn ©f a frog under water. We have no more reason to 
believe in such a relation, than we have to believe that the 
same bones in Jhe hand of a man, wing of a bat, and fin of a 
porpoise, are related to similar conditions of life. No one 
will suppose that the stripes on the whelp of a lion, or the 
spots on the young blackbird, are of any use to these animals, 
or are delated to the conditions to which they are exposed. 
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^he case, however, is different when an animal during any 
part of its embryonic career is active, and has to provide for 
itself. The period of activity may come on earlier or later in 
life; but whenever it comes on, the adaptation of the larva to 
ats conditions of life is just as perfect and as beautiful as 
in the adult animal. From such special Captations, the 
similarity of the larvae or active embryos of allied animals is 
sometimes much obscured; and cases could be given of the 
larvae of two species, or of two groups of species, differing 
quite as much, or even more, from each other than do their 
adult parents. In most cases, however, the larvae, though 
active, still obey more or less closely the law of common 
embryonic resemblance. Cirripedes afford a good instance 
of this: even the illustrious Cuvier did not perceive that..a 
barnacle was, as it certainly is, a crustacean; but a glance" at 
the larva shows this to be the case in an unmistakeable manner. 
So again the two main divisions of cirripedes, the pedunculated 
and sessile, which differ widely in external appearance, have 
larvae in all their several stages barely distinguishable. 

The embryo in the course of development generally rises in 
organisation: I use this expression, though I am aware that 
it is hardly possible to define clearly t^rhat is mejjOt.by the 
organisation being higher or lower. But no one probably will 
dispute that the butterfly is higher than the caterpillar. In 
some cases, ho\\wer, the mature animal is generally con¬ 
sidered as lower in the scale than the larva, as with certain 
parafsitic crustaceans. To refer once again to cifiipedes: the 
larvae in the first stage have three pairs of legs, a very simple 
single eye, and a probosciformed mouth,' with which they 
feed largelj, for they increase mv.ch in size. In the second 
stage, answering to the chrysalis stage of butt^erflies,/hey-have 
six pairs of beautifully constructed natatory legs, a pair of 
magnificent compound eyes, and extremely complex antennae ; 
but they have a closed and imperfect mouth, and cannot 
feed: their function at this stage is, to search by their well- 
developtd organs of sense, and to reach by their active powers 
of swfimming, a proper place on which to become attached 
and to undergo their final metamorphosis. When this is 
completed they are fixed for life : their legs are now converted 
into prehensile organs; they again obtain a Vell-constructed 
mouth; but they have no antennie, and their two eyes are 
now reconverted into a minute, single, and very simple eye- 
spot. In this last and complete state, cirripedes may be 
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considered as either more highly or more lowly organiaed 
than they were in the larval condition. But in some genera 
the larvae become developed either into hermaphrodites having 
the ordinary structure, or into what I have called comple- 
mental males *. and in tke latter, the development has 
assuredly been i^trograde; for the male is a mere sack, which 
lives for a short time, and is destitute of mouth, stomach, or 
other organ of importance, excepting for reproduction. 

We are so much accustomed to see differences in structure 
between the embryo and the ad^lt, and likewise a close 
similarity in the embryos of widely different animals within 
the same class, that we might be led to look at these facts 
as necessarily contingent in some manner on growth. But 
^ •thw* is no obvious reason why, for instance, the wing of 
a bat, or the fin of a porpoise, should not have been sketched 
out with all the parts in proper proportion, as soon as any 
structure became visible in the embryo. And in some whole 
groups of animals and iii certain members of other groups, 
the embryo does not at any period differ widely from the 
adult: thus Owen has remarked in regard to cuttle-fish, 
“there is no metamorphosis; the cephalopodic character 
is manifejed long before the parts of the embryo are com¬ 
pleted ; ” and again in spiders, “ there is nothing worthy 
to be called a metamorphosis.” The larvae o^ insects, whether 
adapted to the most diverse and active habits, or quite 
inactive, beipg fed by their parents or placed in the midst 
of proper nutriment, yet nearly all pass through a siifiilar 
worm-like stage yf development; but in some few cases, 
as in that of Aphis, if we look to the admirable drawings by 
Professor Huxley of the d^i^elopment of this insect, we see 
no .trice Wf the vermiform stage. 

How, then, can we ex^^lain these several facts in embry¬ 
ology,—namely the very general, but not universal difference 
in structure between the embryo and the adult;—of parts 
in the same individual embryo, which ultimately ^ecomc 
very unlike and serve for diverse purposes, being at this early 
period of. growth alike ;—of embryos of different species within 
the same class, generally, but not universally, resembling each 
caher;—of the^ structure of the embryo not being closely 
related to its conditions of existence, except when the embryo 
becomes at any period of life active and has to provide for 
itself;—of the embryo apparently having sometimes a higher 
organis^ion than the mature animal, into which it is developed. 
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I believe that all these facts can be explained, as follows, on 
the view of descent with modification. 

It is commonly assumed, perhaps from monstrosities often 
affecting the embryo at a very early period, that slight 
variations necessarily appear at afi equally early period. But 
we have little evidence on this head—indeed the evidence 
rather points the other ^yay; for it is notorious that breeders 
of cattle, h(jrses, and various fancy animals, cannot positively 
tell, until some time after the animal has been born, what its 
merits or form will ultimately turn out. We see this plainly 
in our own children ; we cannot always tell whether the 
child will be tall or short, or what its precise features will 
be. The question is not, at what period of life iny variation 
has been caused, but at what period it is fully dispb^rad.* 
The cause may have acted, and I believe generally has 
acted, even before the embryo is formed; and the variation 
may be due to the male and female sexual elements having 
been affected by the conditions to which either parent, or their 
ancestors, have been exposed. Nevertheless an effect thus 
caused at a very early period, even before the formation of 
the embryo, may appear late in life; as when an hereditary 
disease, which appears in old age alone, has beeff-communi¬ 
cated to the offspring from the reproductive element of one 
parent. Or again, as when the horns of cross-bred cattle have 
been affected by the shape of the horns of either parent. For 
the^ welfare of a very young animal, as long as remains in 
its mother’s womb, or in the egg, or as long as it is nourished 
and protected by its parent, it must be ,quite unimportant 
whether most of its characters are fully acquired a little earlier 
or later in life. It would not signify, for instance, to a bird 
which obtained its food best by having a Itng be^tiC, whether 
or not it assumed a beak of this particular length, as long 
iis it was fed by its parents. Hence, I conclude, that it is 
quite possible, that each of the many successive modifications, 
by whirb each species has acquired its present structure, may 
have supervened at a not very early period of life ; and some 
direct evidence from our domestic animals supports-this view. 
But in other cases it is quite possible that each successive 
modification, or most of them, may have, appeared at dn 
extremely early period. 

I have stated in the first chapter, that there is some 
evidence to render it probable, that at whatever age any 
variation first appears in the parent, it tends to reappear 
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at a corresponding age in the offspring. Certain varia¬ 
tions can only appear at corresponding ages, for instance, 
peculiarities in the caterpillar, cocoon, or imago states of 
the silk-moth ^ or, again, in the horns of almost full grown 
cattle. But further than this, variations which, for all that 
we*can see, iniyht have appeared earlier or later in life, tend 
to appear at a cor^sponding age in the offspring and parent, 
I am far from meaning that this i^ invariably the case ; and 
I could give a good many cases of variations (taking the 
word in the largest sense) which^ have supervened at an 
earlier age in the child than in the parent. 

These two principles, if their truth be admitted, will, I 
believe, explain all the above specified leading facts in embry- 
-olojjy. But first let us look at a few analogous cases in 
domestic varieties. Some authors who have written on Dogs, 
maintain that the greyhound and bull-dog, though appearing 
so different, are really varieties most closely allied, and have 
probably descended from the same wild stock; hence I was 
curious to see how far their puppies differed from each other : 
I was told by breeders that they differed just as much as 
their parents, and this, judging by the eye, seemed almost 
to be tb^.case; but on actually measuring the old dogs and 
their six-days old puppies, I found that the puppies had 
not nearly acquired their full amount of proportional differ¬ 
ence. So, again, I was told that the foals of cart and 
race-horses differed as much as the full-grown animals; and 
this surfuis^d me greatly, as I think it probable that? the 
differenpe between these two breeds has been wholly caused 
by selection under domestication; but having had careful 
measurements made of the dam and of a three-da^s old colt 
of a *rac(0 and ^eavy cart-horse, I find that the colts have 
by * no means acquired rficir full amount of proportional 
difference. 

As the evidence appears to me conclusive, that the several 
domestic breeds of Pigeon have descended from one wild 
species, I compared young pigeons of various breediJJ within 
twelve hours after being hatched; I carefully measured the 
proportions (but will not here give details) of the beak, width 
of mouth, length of nostril and of eyelid, size of feet and 
length of leg, in the wild stock, in pouters, fantails, runts, 
barbs, dragons, carriers, and tumblers. Now some of these 
birds, when mature, differ so extraordinarily in length and form 
of beak* that they would, I cannot doubt, be ranked in 
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distinct genera, had they been natural productions. But 
when the nestling bird of these several breeds were placed 
in a row, though most of them could be distinguised from 
each other, yet their proportional differences in the above 
specified several points were inccfmparably less than in the 
full-grown birds. Some characteristic points^of difference*— 
for instance, that of the ^idth of mouthi—could hardly be 
detected in the young. But there was one remarkable 
exception to this rule, for the young of the short-faced tumbler 
differed from the young of the wild rock-pigeon and of the 
other breeds, in all its proportions, almost exactly as much 
as in the adult state. 

The two principles above given seem to me to explain these 
facts in regard to the later cmbr}’onic stages of our domf 5 <r^c ^ 
varieties. Fanciers select tlieir horses, dogs, and pigeons, for 
breeding, when they are nearly grown up : they are indiflferent 
whether the desired qualities and structures have been acquired 
earlier or later in life, if the full-grown animal possesses them. 
And the cases just given, more especially that of pigeons, seem 
to show that the characteristic differences which give value to 
each breed, and which have been accumulated by man's 
selection, have not generally first appeared at an onrijr period 
of life, and have been inherited by the offspring at a corre¬ 
sponding not eady period. But the case of the short-faced 
tumbler, which when twelve hours old had acquired its proper 
proportions, proves that this is not the universal rqje ; for here 
the characteristic differences must either have appeared at 
an earlier period than usual, or, if not sq, the differences 
must have^Deen inherited, not at the corresponding, but at an 
earlier age. •* 

Now lei us apply these facts and the above^wo prk^iciples— 
which latter, though not proved trie, can be shown to be in 
some degree probable—to species in a state of nature. Let 
us take a genus of birds, descended on my theory from some 
one par^pt-species, and of which the several new species have 
become modified through natural selection in accordance witb 
their diverse habits. Then, from the many slight successive 
steps of variation having supervened at a rather late age, and 
having been inherited at a corresponding age, the young of.the 
new species of our supposed genus will manifestly tend to 
resemble each other much more closely than do the adults, 
just as vre have seen in the case of pigeons. We may extend 
this view to whole families or even classes. The forS-Iimbs, 
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for instance, which served ar legs in the parent-species, «nay 
become, by a long course of modification, adapted in one 
descendant to act as hands, in another as paddies, in another 
as wings; and on the above two principles—namely of each 
successive modification slpervening at a rather late age, 
an^ being inJierited at a corresponding late age—the 
fore-limbs in the embryos of the jjpveral descendants of the 
parent-species will still resemble each other closely, for they 
will not have been modified. But in each individual new 
species, the embryonic fore-limbs «vill differ greatly from the 
fore-limbs in the mature animal; the limbs in the latter having 
undergone much modification at a rather late period of life, 
and having thus been converted into hands, or paddles, or 
' wittjys. Whatever influence long-continued exercise or use on 
the one hand, and disuse on the other, may have in modifying 
an organ, such influence will mainly affect the mature animal, 
which has come to its full powers of activity and has to gain 
its own living; and the effects thus produced will be inherited 
at a corresponding mature age. Whereas the young will 
remain unmodified, or be modified in a lesser degree, by the 
effects of use and disuse. 

In cXfrtilin cases the successive steps of variation might 
supervene, from causes of which we are wholly ignorant, at a 
very early period of life, or each step might be inherited at an 
earlier period than that at which it first appeared. In either 
case (as wiyi the short-faced tumbler) the young or embryo 
would closely resemble the mature parent-form. We have*seen 
that thie is the ryle of development in certain whole groups 
of animals, as with cuttle-fish and spiders, and^with a few 
members of the great clas? of insects, as with Aphis. With 
respect t6 the 4 nal cause of the young in these cases not 
undergoing any metamorphosis, or closely resembling their 
parents from their earliest age, we can see that this would 
result from the two following contingencies; firstly, from the 
young, during a course of modification carried on (gr many 
generations, having to provide for their own wants at a very 
early stage of development, and secondly, from their following 
exactly the same habits of life wfith their parents; for in this 
tase, it w^ould bp indispensable for the existence of the species, 
that the child should be modified at a very early age in the 
same manner with its parents, in accordance with their similar 
habits. Some further explanation, however, of the embryo not 
undergoing any metamorphosis is perhaps requisite. If, on 
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the pther hand, it profited the young to follow habits of life in 
any degree different from those of their parent, and conse¬ 
quently to be constructed in a slightly different manner, then, 
•on the principle of inheritance at corresponding ages, the 
active young or larvae might easily be rendered by natural 
selection different to any conceivable extent frqpn their parenJts. 
Such differences might, also, become correl^ed wiih successive 
stages of development; so^that the larvae, in the first ^tage, 
might differ greatly from the larvaa in the second stage, as we 
have seen to be the case ^ith cirripedes. The adult might 
become fitted for sites or habits, in which organs of locomotion 
■or of the senses, &c., would be useless; and in this case the 
final metamorphosis would be said to be retrograde. 

As all the organic beings, extinct and recent, which have 
lived on this earth have to be classed together, and as all have 
been connected by the finest gradations, the best, or indeed, 
if our collections were nearly perfect, the only possible arrange¬ 
ment, would be genealogical. Descent being on my view the 
hidden bond of connexion which naturalists have been seeking 
under the terra ot the natural system. On this view we can 
understand how it is that, in the eyes of most naturalists, the 
structure of the embryo is even more important for^ctesifica- 
tion than that of the adult. For the embryo is the animal in 
^ its less modified state ; and in so far it reveals the structure of 
its progenitor. In two groups of animal, however much they 
may at present differ from each other in structure and habits, 
if th^y pass through the same or similar embryoni?: stages, we 
may feel assured that they have both descended from ihp same 
or nearly similar parents, and are therefore in tfiat degree closely 
related. Tlius, community in embi^^onic structure reveals com¬ 
munity of descent. It will reveal this commypity ofrdesCcnt, 
however much the structure of the aduit may have been modified 
and obscured ; we have seen, for instance, that cirripedes can at 
once be recognised by their larvae as belonging to the great 
class of crustaceans. As the embryonic state of each species 
and groifp of species partially shows us the structure of their, 
less modified ancient progenitors, we can clearly gee why 
ancient and extinct forms of life should resemble the embryos 
of their descendants,—our existing species. Agassiz belieyes- 
this to be a law of nature; but I am bound t6 confess that I 
only hope to see the law hereafter proved true. It can be 
proved true in those cases alone in which the ancient state, 
now supposed to be represented in many embryos, hfcs not 
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been obliterated, either by the successive variations in aJong 
course of modification having supervened at a very early age, 
or. by the variations having been inherited at an earlier period 
than that at which they first appeared. It should also be 
borne in mind, that the supposed law of resemblance of ancient 
forms of life to'%the embryonic stages of recent forms, may be 
true, but yet, owing to the geological record not extending far 
enough back in time, may remain for a long period, or for 
ever, incapable of demonstFation. 

Thus, as it seems to me, the leading facts in embryology, 
which are second in importance to none in natural history, 
are explained on the principle of slight modifications not 
appearing, in the many descendants from some one ancient 
pimgenitor, at a very early period in the life of each, though 
perhaps caused at the earliest, and being inherited at a 
corresponding not early period. Embryology rises greatly in 
interest, when w'e thus look at the embryo as a picture, more 
or less obscured, of tl^ common parent-form of each great 
class of animals. 

Rudimentaryy atrophiedy or abortive organs ,—Organs or parts 
in this^tRinge condition, bearing the stamp of inutility, are 
extremely common throughout nature. For instance, rudi¬ 
mentary mammae are very general in the nviles of mammals:, 
I presume that the “bastard-wing” in birds may be safely 
considered^as a digit in a rudimentary state: in very many 
snakes one lobe of the lungs is rudimentary; in other snakes 
there are rudimgnts of the pelvis and hind limbs. Some of 
the cases of rudimentary organs are extremely ^curious; for 
instance, the presence of ^eeth in foetal whales, which when 
grown if{) have«iot a tooth in their heads; and the presence 
of teeth, which never cut*through the gums, in the upper jaws 
of our unborn calves. It has even been stated on good 
authority that rudiments of teeth can be detected in the beaks 
of certain embryonic birds. Nothing can be plainer^han that 
•wings are formed for flight, yet in how many insects do we see 
wings so reduced in size as to be utterly incapable of flight, 
and not rarely lying under wing-cases, firmly soldered together! 

" The mcanir^g of rudimentary organs is often quite unmis- 
takeable: for instance there are beetles of the same genus 
(and even of the same species) resembling each other most 
closely in all respects, one of which will have full-sized wings, 
and another mere rudiments of membrane ; and here it is 
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impossible to doubt, that the rudiments represent wings. 
Rudimenlnry organs sometimes retain their potentiality, and 
are merely not developed : this seems to be the case with the 
mammae of male mammals, for many instances are on record 
of these organs having become w^ell developed in full-grown 
males, and having secreted milk. So again tlvire are normally 
four developed and two rudimentary teats ip the udders of the 
genus Bos, but in our iiomcstic cows the two sometimes 
become developed and give milk. . In individual plants of the 
same species the petals sojnetimes occur as mere rudiments, 
and sometimes in a well-developed state. In plants w'ith 
separated sexes, the male flowers often have a rudiment of a 
pistil; and Kolreuter found that by crossing such male plants 
with an hermajihrodite species, the rudiment of the pistiif^in • 
the hybrid offspring was much increased in size; and this 
shows that the rudiment and the perfect pistil are essentially 
alike in nature. 

An organ serving for two purposes, ijiay become rudimentary 
or utterly abortive for one, even the more important purpose; 
and remain perfectly efficient for the other. Thus in plants, 
the office of the pistil is to allow the pollen-tubes to reach 
the ovules protected in the ovarium at its base. •The pistil 
consists of a stigma .supiiorled on the style; but in some 
Compositce, the ^rnale florets, which of course cannot be 
‘ fecundated, have a pistil, which is in a rudimentary state, for 
it is not crowned with a stigma; but the style remains well 
devefoped, and is clothed with hairs as in other compositae, 
for the purpose of brushing the pollen out of the surrounding 
anthers. A^ain, an organ may become rudimentary for its 
proper purpose, and be used for »distinct object: in certain 
fish the swnn-bladder seems to be rudimentary for fes pfbper 
function of giving buoyancy, but hds become converted into 
a nascent breathing organ or lung. Other similar instances 
could be given. 

Rudimentary organs in the individuals of the same species 
are very liable to vary in degree of development and in other 
respects. Moreover, in closely allied species, the degree to 
which the same organ has been rendered rudimentary occa¬ 
sionally differs much. This latter fact is well exemplifitrd in“ 
the state of the wings of the female moths in certain groups. 
Rudimentary organs may be utterly aborted ; and this implies, 
that we find in an animal or plant no trace of an organ, • 
which analogy would lead us to expect to find, and v^ffiich is 
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occasionally found in monstrous individuals of the spe^es. 
Thus in the snapdragon (antirrhinum) we generally do not 
find a rudiment of a fifth stamen ; but this may sometimes 
be seen. In tracing the homologies of the same part in 
different members of a cl^s, nothing is more common, or 
mqfe necessary,^ than the use and discovery of rudiments. 
This is well shown in the drawings given by Owen of the 
bones of the leg of ftie horse, ox, an® rhinoceros. 

It is an important fact that rudimentary organs, such as 
teeth in the upper jaws of whales^and ruminants, can often 
be detected in the embryo, but afterwards wholly disappear. 
It is also, I believe, a universal rule, that a rudimentary part 
or organ is of greater size relatively to the adjoining parts in 
^tlig^mbryo, than in the adult; so that the organ at this early 
age IS IcbS rudimentary, or even cannot be said to be in any 
degree rudimentary. Hence, also, a rudimentary organ in the 
adult, is often said to have retained its embiyonic condition. 

I have now given the leading facts with respect to rudi¬ 
mentary organs. In reffccling on them, every one must be 
struck with astonishment: for the same reasoning power which 
tells us plainly that most parts and organs are exquisitely 
adapted^o]^ certain purposes, tells- us with equal plainness that 
those rudimentary or atrophied organs, are imperfect and 
useless. In works on natural history rudimentary organs are 
generally said to have been created “for the sake of symmetry,'^ 
or in order “to complete the scheme of nature;” but this 
seems to mef no explanation, merely a restatement of the*fact. 
Would ^it be thought sufficient to say that because planets 
revolve* in ellipti(f courses round the sun, satellites follow the 
same course round the planets, for the sake of syiilmetry, and 
to coHiphife the jj:heme of nature ? An eminent physiologist 
accounts for the presence ef rudimentary organs, by sui)posing 
that they serve to excrete matter in excess, or injurious to the 
system; but can we suppose that tlie minute papilla, which 
often represents the pistil in male flowers, and which is formed 
ijiercly of cellular tissue, can thus act? Can we supiTose that 
the formation of rudimentary teeth which are sul)sequently 
absorbed, can be of any service to the rapidly growing 
emb/yonic calf by the excretion of precious phosphate of 
lime? When a’man’s fingers have been amputated, imperfect 
nails sometimes appear on the stumps: I could as soon believe 
that these vestiges of nails have appeared, not from unknown 
laws of^rowth, but in order to excrete horny matter, as that 
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the rudimentary nails on the fin of the manatee were formed 
for this purpose. 

On my view of descent with modification, the origin of 
rudimentary organs is simple. We have plenty of cases of 
rudimentary organs in our domestic productions,—as the stump 
of a tail in tailless breeds,—the vestige of /in ear in earless 
breeds,—the reappearance of minute danghng horns in hornless 
breeds of cattle, more 'especially, according to Yexuatt, in 
young animals,—and the state of the whole flower in the 
cauliflower. We often /see rudiments of various parts in 
monsters. But I doubt whether any of these cases throw 
light on the origin of rudimentary organs in a state of nature, 
further than by showing that rudiments can be produced; 
for I doubt whether species under nature ever undergo abttipt*' 
changes. 1 believe that disuse has been the main agency; 
that it has led in successive generations to the gradual 
reduction of various organs, until they have become rudi¬ 
mentary,—as in the case of the eyes of animals inhabiting 
dark caverns, and of the wings of birds inhabiting oceanic 
islands, which have seldom been forced to take flight, and 
have ultimately lost the power of flying. Again, an organ 
useful under certain conditions, might become injfc:ri#us under 
others, as with the wings of beetles living on small and 
exposed islands,; and in this case natural selection would 
continue slowly to reduce the organ, until it was rendered 
harmless and rudimentary. 

Any change in function, which can be effected by insensibly 
small steps, is within the power of natural ^ selectionso that 
an organ Rendered, during changed habits of life, useless or 
injurious for one purpose, might ^easily be modified and used 
for another purpose. Or an organ might retaint<d fdr one 
alone of its former functions. An organ, when rendered 
useless, may well be variable, for its variations cannot be 
checked by natural selection. At whatever period of life 
disuse selection reduces an organ, and this will generally 
be when the being has come to maturity and to its full powers 
of action, the principle of inheritance at corresponding ages 
will reproduce the organ in its reduced state at the same age, 
and corisequently v/ill seldom affect or reduce it in the embryo. 
Thus we can understand the greater relative size of rudimentary 
organs in the embryo, and their lesser relative size in the 
adult. But if each step of the process of reduction were to 
be inherited, not at the corresponding age, but at an Atremely 
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early period of life (as we have good reason to believe^ to 
be possible) the rudimentary part would tend to be wholly 
lost^and we should have a case of complete abortion. The 
principle, also, of economy, explained in a former chapter, 
by which the materials fornjing any part or structure, if not 
useful to the po'^essor, will be saved as far as is possible, will 
probably often comf into play; and this will tend to cause 
the entire obliteration of a rudimentary organ. 

As the presence of rudimentary organs is thus due to the 
tendency in every part of the or^nisation, which has long 
existed, to be inherited—we can understand, on the genea¬ 
logical view of classification, how it is that systematists have 
found rudimentary parts as useful as, or even sometimes more 
than, parts of high physiological importance. Rudi¬ 
mentary organs may be compared with the letters in a word, 
still retained in the spelling, but become useless in the pro¬ 
nunciation, but which serve as a clue in seeking for its 
derivation. On the view of descent with modification, we 
may conclude that the existence of organs in a rudimentary, 
imperfect, and useless condition, or quite aborted, far from 
presenting a strange difficulty, as they assuredly do on the 
ordinarjwdostrine of creation, might even have been anticipated 
and can be accounted for by the laws of inheritance. 

Summary ,—In this chapter I have attempted to show, that 
the subordination of group to group in all organisms throughout 
all time; tffat the nature of the relationship, by which all 
living ^nd extinct beings are united by complex, radiating, 
and circuitous lines of affinities into one grand system; the 
rules .followed and the diff culties encountered by naturalists 
in ^ thteir .^classifications; the value set upon characters, if 
constant and prevalent, whether of high vital importance, or 
of the most trifling importance, or, as in rudimentary organs, 
of no importance; the wide opposition in value between 
analogical or adaptive characters, and 'characters of true 
£>ffinity; and other such rules;—all naturally follow* on the 
view of .the common parentage of those forms which are 
considered by naturalists as allied, together with their modi- 
■fication through natural selection, with its contingencies of 
extinction and 'divergence of character. In considering this 
view of classification, it should be borne in mind that the 
element of descent has been universally used in ranking 
togethef the sexes, ages, and acknowledged varieties of the 
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same species, however different they may be in structure. If 
we extend the use of this element of descent,—the only 
certainly known cause of similarity in organic beings,—we 
shall understand what is meant by the natural system: it is 
genealogical in its attempted arrangement, with the grades 
of acquired difference marked by the terms ’Varieties, specsfes, 
genera, families, orders, and classes. «■ 

On this same view of descent with modificationi all the 
great facts in Morphology become intelligible,—whether we 
look to the same pattern displayed in the homologous organs, 
to whatever purpose applied, of the different species of a class; 
or to the homologous parts constructed on the same pattern 
in eacli individual animal and plant. 

On the principle of successive slight variations, not «ucs- 
sarily or generally supervening at a very early period of life, 
and being inherited at a corresponding period, we can under- 
stand the great leading facts in Embryology ; namely, the 
resemblance in an individual embryo of the homologous parts, 
w'hich when matured will become widely different from each 
other in structure and function; and the resemblance in 
different species of a class of the homologous parts or organs, 
though fitted in the adult members for purposes Us tlifferent 
as possible. Larvae are active embryos, w*hich have become 
specially modified in relation to their habits of life, through 
the principle of modifications being inherited at corresponding 
ages. On this same principle—and bearing in mind, that when 
organs are reduced in size, either from disuse or selection, it will 
generally be at that period of life when the being has to provide 
for its own wants, and bearing in mind how strong is the prin¬ 
ciple of inheritance—the occurrence of rudimentary organs and 
their final abortion, present to us no inexplicable difficulties ; on 
the contrary, their presence might have been even anticipated. 
The importance of embryological characters and of rudimentary 
organs in classification is intelligible, on the view that an 
arrangement is only so far natural as it is genealogical. 

Finally, the several classes of facts which have been con» 
sidered in this chapter, seem to me to proclaim so plainly, 
that the innumerable species, genera, and families of organic 
beings, with which this w’orld is peopled, have all descended, 
each within its own class or group, from common parents, and 
have all been modified in the course of descent, that I should 
without hesitation adopt this view, even if it were unsupported 
by other facts or arguments. 



CHAPTER XIV. 

RECAPITULA'nON AND CONCLUSION. 

Recapitulation of the diflicukies on the theory of Natural Selection— 
' I^e:apitulation of the general and special circumstances in its favour— 
Causes of the general belief in the immutability of species—llow far 
the llieory of natural selection may be extended—Effects of its adoption 
on the study of Natural liistory—Concluding remarks. 

As this whole volume is •one long argument, it may be con 
venient to the reader to have the leading facts and inferences 
briefly recapitulated. 

That many and grave objections may be advanced against 
the theory of descent with modification through natural 
selection, I do not deny, I have endeavoured to give to them 
their full force. ‘Nothing at first can appear more difficult 
to believe than that the more complex organs and instincts 
should have been perfected, not by means superior to, though 
analogous with, human reason, but by the accumulation of 
innumerable sligh* variations, each good for the individual 
possessor. Nevertheless, this difficulty, though appearing to 
our irragination insuperably great, cannot be considered real 
if we admit the following propositions, namely,—that gradations 
in the perfection of any organ or instinct, which we may 
consider, either do now exist or could have existed, each good 
of its kind,—that all organs and instincts are, in ever so slight 
a degree, variable,—and, lastly, that there is a struggle for 
existence leading to the preservation of each profitable deviation 
of structure or instinct. 'Fhe truth of these propositions 
ciinnot, I think, be disputed. 

It "is, no douht, extremely difficult even to conjecture by 
what gradations many structures have been perfected, more 
especially amongst broken and failing groups of organic beings; 
but w'e so many strange gradations in nature, as is pro¬ 
claimed by the canon, “ Natura non facit saltum,” tha^ we 
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ought to be extremely cautious in saying that any orgj 
or instinct, or any whole being, could not have arrived ^t i 
present state by many graduated steps. There are, it i u 
be admitted, cases of special difficulty on the theory of nat..r - 
selection; and one of the most curious of these is the existent 
of two or three defined castes of workers or V^erile females#* 
the same community of ai;its; but I have. attempted to she 
how this difficulty can be mastered. * 

With respect to the almost universal sterility of species whe 
first crossed, which forms tso remarkable a contrast with tl 
almost universal fertility of varieties when crossed, I mu 
refer the reader to the recapitulation of the facts given at tl 
end of the eighth chapter, which seem to me conclusive 
to show that this sterility is no more a special endowi^fri 
than is the incajiacity of two trees to be grafted togethei 
but that it is incidental on constitutional differences in tf 
reproductive systems of the intercrossed species. We sc 
the truth of this conclusion in the vas;^ difference in the resul 
when the same two species are crossed reciprocally; that i: 
wdien one species is first used as the father and then as th 
mother. 

The fertility of varieties when intercrossed and the 
mongrel offspring cannot be considered as universal ; nor i 
their very general fertility surprising when we remember th£ 
it is not likely that either their constitutions or their repre 
ductive systems should have been profoundly modifiec 
Moreover, most gf the varieties which have been experimentise- 
on have been produced under domesti/pation ; and a 
domestication apparently tends to eliminate sterility, we ough 
not to expect it also to produce steVility. 

The sterility of hybrids is a very differep.^ case tom tho 
of first crosses, for their reproductive organs are more or les 
functionally impotent ; whereas in first crosses the organs oi 
both sides are in a perfect condition. As we continually se- 
that organisms of all kinds are rendered in some degree steriL 
from their constitutions having been disturbed by slightl- 
different and new conditions of life, we need not feel surprise! 
at hybrids being in some degree sterile, for their constitution 
can hardly fail to have been disturbed from being compounde< ' 
of two distinct organisations. This parallelism is supportec 
by another parallel, but directly opposite, class of facts 
namely, that the vigour and fertility of all organic beings ar* 
increased by slight changes in their conditions of life, anc 
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1 that the offspring of slightly modified forms or varieties 
[\i.ire from being crossed increased vigour and fertility. 

nat, on the one hand, considerable changes in the con¬ 
uns of life and crosses between greatly modified forms, 
sen fertility; and on thf other hand, lesser changes in the 
iditions of life and crosses between less modified forms, 
rease fertility. * 

Turning to geographical distribuRon, the difficulties encoun- 
id on the theory of descent with modification are grave 
)ugh. All the individuals of tl^e same species, and all the 
■cies of the same genus, or even higher group, must have 
cended from common parents ; and in however 

.ant and isolated parts of the world they are now found, 
jfcmust in the course of successive generations have passed 
m some one part to the others. We are often wholly 
ible even to conjecture how this could have been effected. 

as vve have reason to believe that some species have 
ined the same spj^cific form for very long periods, 
rmoiisly long as measured by years, too much stress ought 
to be laid on the occasional wide diffusion of the 
le species; for during very Ion' periods of time theie 
aWays be a good chance for wide migration by many 
ms. A broken or interrupted range may often be accounted 
by the extinction of the species in the intermediate regions., 
;annot be denied that we are as yet very ignorant of the 
extent of the various cliniatal and geographical changes 
ch have affected the earth during modern periods* and 
1 c^ianges wilj obviously have greatly facilitated migration, 
an example, I have attempted to show how^ potent has 
a the influence of th^ Glacial period on the distribution 
1 oiithe sau^ and of representative species throughout the 
Id. We are as yef profoundly ignorant of the many 
isii)nal means of transport. With respect to distinct 
:ies of the same genus inhabiting very distant and isolated 
ons, as the process of modification has necess^ily been 
ST, all the means of migration will have been possible during 
.ery.long period; and consequently the difficulty of the 
e diffusion of species of the same genus is in some degree 
.ened. ^ 

V.S on the theory of natural selection an interminable 
nber of intermediate forms must have existed, linking 
ether all the species in each group by gradations as fine 
out present varieties, it may be asked, Why do we not 
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see these linking forms all around us? Why are not all 
orgSnic beings blended together in an inextricable chaos ? 
With respect to existing forms, we should remember that 
we have no right to expect (excepting in rare cases) to discOver 
dirtcily connecting links between them, but only between 
each and some extinct and supjjlanted forip. Even on a 
wide area, which has during a long periocf remained con¬ 
tinuous, and of which therclimate and other conditions of life 
change insensibly in going from a district occupied ny one 
species into another district occupied by a closely allied 
species, we have no just right to expect often to find inter¬ 
mediate varieties in the intermediate zone. For we have 
reason to believe that only a few species are undergoing 
change at any one period ; and all changes are slowly effected. 
I have also shown that the intermediate varieties which 
will at first probably exist in the intermediate zones, will be 
liable to be supplanted by the allied forms on either hand; 
and the latter, from existing in greater numbers, will generally 
be modified and improved at a quicker rale than the intir- 
rned late varieties, which exist in lesser numbers; so that'.he 
intermediate varieties will, in the long run, be supplanted 
and exterminated. ^ x 

On this doctrine of the extermination of an infinitude 
of connecting links, between the living and extinct inhabitants 
of the w^orld, arid at each successive period between the 
extinct and still older species, why is not every geological 
formation charged with such links ? AVhy does not every 
collection of fossil remains afford plain evidence of the 
gradation and mutation of the forms of life T AVe meet with 
no such evidence, and this is the juost obvious and forcible 
of the many objections which may be urged against m;;,thcory. 
Why, again, do whole groups of allied species appear, though 
certainly they often falsely ai)pear, to have come in suddenly 
on the several geological stages ? Why do we not find great 
piles of strata beneath the Silurian system, stored with the 
remains of the progenitors of the Silurian groups of fossils? 
For certainly on my theory such strata must somewhere have 
been deposited at these ancient and utterly unknown epochs 
in the world’s history. 

I can answer these questions and grave cfojections only 
on the supposition that the geological record is far more 
imperfect than most geologists believe. It cannot be objected 
that there has not &en time sufficient for any amoant of 



357 


RECAPITULATION AND CONCLUSION. 

orgAnic change; for the lapse of time has been so gjeat 
as to be utterly inappreciable by the human intellect. The 
numJjer of specimens in all our museums is absolutely as 
nothing compared with the countless generations of countless 
species which certainly havctexisted. We should not be able 
to^recognise a sj.vcics as the parent of any one or more species 
if we were to exami»e them ever so closely, unless we likewise 
possessed many of tlie intermediate links between their past 
or parent and present states ; and these man/ links we could 
hardly ever expect to discover, owiig to the imperfection of 
the geological record. Numerous existing doubtful forms 
could be named which are probably varieties; but who will 
pretend that in future ages so many fossil links will be dis- 
CGVG"«d, that naturalists will be able to decide* on the common 
view, whether or not these doubtful forms are varieties? As 
long as most of the links between any two species are 
unknown, if any one link or intermediate variety be discovered, 
ityvill simply be classijd as another and distinct species. 
On* a small portion of the world has been geologically 
explored. Only organic oeings of certain classes can be 
preserved in a fossil condition, at least in any great number. 
Widely raifging species vary most, and varieties are often 
at first local,—both causes rendering the discovery of inter¬ 
mediate links less likely. Local varieties wilj. not spread into ^ 
other and distant regions until they are consideiably modified 
and impro\^ed; and when they do spread, if discovered 
in a geological formation, they will appear as if suddenly 
created, there, aijd will be simply classed as new species 
Must formations ha\e been intermittent in their accumulation; 
and lUeir duration, I am in«Mined to believe^ has been shorter 
than average duration of specific forms. Successive 
formations are separated ffom each other by enormous blank 
Intelv'ds of time; for fossiliferous formations, thick enough 
to resist future degradation, can be accumulated only where 
much sediment is deposited on the subsiding bed of the sea. 
During the alternate periods of elevation and of stationary 
level tho record will be blank. During these latter periods 
there will probably be more variability in the forms of life; 
during periods ^f subsidence, more extinction. 

With respect to the absence of fpssiliferous formations 
beneath the lowest Silurian strata, I can only recur to the 
hypothesis given in the ninth chapter. That the geological 
record is imperfect all will admit; but that it is imperfect to 
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the degree which I require, few will be inclined to admit. If 
we look to long enough intervals of time, geology plainly 
declares that all species have changed ; and they have changed 
in the manner which my theory requires, for they have 
changed slowly and in a graduated manner. We clearly see 
this in the fossil remains from consecutive formations^' in¬ 
variably being much morg closely related .to each other, than 
are the fossils from formations distant from each other in 
time. 

Such is the sum of*the several chief objections and 
difficulties which may justly be urged against my theory; 
and I have now briefly recapitulated the answers and ex¬ 
planations which can be given to them. I have felt these 
difficulties far too heavily during many years to doubwtheir 
weight. But it deserves especial notice that the more 
important objections relate to questions on which wc are 
confessedly ignorant; nor do we know how ignorant w^e are. 
We do not know all the possiUc transiuonal gradatums 
between the simplest and the most perfect organs; it cq^inot 
be pretended that we know all the varied means of Distribu¬ 
tion during the long lapse of years, or that we know how 
imperfect the Geological record is. Grave as Aest several 
difficulties are, in my judgment they do not overthrow the 
theory of descent with modification. 

f^ow let us turn to the other side of the arguipent. Under 
domestication we see much variability. I’his seems to be 
mainly due to the reproductive systen\ being eminently 
susceptible to changes in the conditions of life; so that this 
system, when not rendered ini^iotent, fails to rcjKoduce 
offspring exactly like the parent-form. Variability i^’^goveiaied 
by many complex laws,—by correlation of grow^th, by use 
and disuse, and by the direct action of the physical conditions 
of life. There is much difficulty in ascertaining how much 
modifio^-tion our domestic productions have undergone; but 
we may safely infer that the amount has been large, and that 
modifications can be inherited for long periods. As long as 
the conditions of life remain the same, we have reason to 
believe that a modification, which has already been inherited 
for many generations, may continue to be inherited for an 
almost infinite number of generations. On the other hand 
we have evidence that variability, when it has once cgme into 
play^ does not wholly cease; for new varieties are still 
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ocoasionally produced by our most anciently domesticated 
productions. 

Man does not actually produce variability; he only un¬ 
intentionally exposes organic beings to new conditions of 
life, and then nature acts pn the organisation, and causes 
variability. Butman can and does select the variations given 
to him by nature, and thus accumulate them in any desired 
manner. He thus adapts animals* and plants for his own 
benefit or pleasure. He may do this methodically, or he may 
do it unconsciously by preserving tiie individuals most useful 
to him at the time, without any thought of altering the breed. 
It is certain that he can largely influence the character of 
a breed by selecting, in each successive generation, individual 
diffeiences so slight as to be quite inappreciable by an 
uneducated eye. This process of selection has'been the great 
agency in the production of the most distinct and useful 
domestic breeds. That many of the breeds produced by 
have to a large extpnt the character of natural species, 
is vhown by the inextricable doubts whether very many of 
them are varieties or aboriginal species. 

There is no obvious reason why the principles which have 
acted so eiflciently under domestication should not have acted 
under nature. In the preservation of favoured individuals and 
races, during th« constanlly-recurrent Struggle for Existence, 
we see the most powerful and ever-acting means of selection. 
The struggle for existence inevitably follows from the high 
geometrical ratio of increase which is common to all organic 
beings.* This high rate of increase is proved by calculation, 
by the elTects of a succession of peculiar seasons,,and by the 
results of naturalisation, aS explained in the third chapter. 
More intfividuals'are born that can possibly survive. A grain 
in the balance will determine which individual shall live and 
which shall die,—which variety or species shall increase in 
number, and which shall decrease, or finally become extinct. 
As the individuals of the same species come in all^^respects 
into the closest competition with each other, the struggle will 
generally be most severe between them; it will be almost 
equally severe between the varieties of the same species, and 
'next in severit)^ between the species of the same genus. But 
the struggle will often be very severe between beings most 
remote in the scale of nature. The slightest advantage in one 
being, b} any age or during any season, over those with which 
t comes into competition, or better adaptation in however 
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sligbi a degree to the surrounding physical conditions, will 
turn the balance. 

With animals having separated sexes there will in most 
cases be a struggle between the males for possession of the 
females. The most vigorous indiMiduals, or those which have 
most successively struggled with their conditions of life, Will 
generally leave most progepy. I 5 ut success will often depend 
on having special weapons or means of defence, or on' the 
charms of the males; and the slightest advantage will lead 
to victory. * 

As geology plainly proclaims that each land has undergone 
great physical changes, we might have expected that organic 
beings would have varied under nature, in the same way as 
they generally liave varied under the changed conditio* of 
domestication. And if there be any variability under nature, 
it would be an unaccountable fact if natural selection had not 
epme into play. It has often been asserted, but the assertion 
is quite incapable of proof, that the amount of variation und^'. 
nature is a strictly limited quantity. Man, though acting (in 
external characters alone and often capriciously, can produce 
within a short period a great result by adding up mere indi¬ 
vidual differences in his domestic productions ; and'^every one 
admits that there are at least individual differences in species 
• under nature. But, besides such differences, all naturalists 
have admitted the existence of varieties, which they think 
suflrcipntly distinct to be worthy of record in systcnjaiic works. 
No one can draw any clear distinction between individual 
differences and slight varieties; or between more plainly 
marked varieties and sub-species, and species. Let it be 
observed how naturalists differ in Ae rank which they aisjpign 
to the many representative forms ^ in EurSpe ancT North 
America. 

If then we have under nature variability and a powerful 
agent always ready to act and select, why should we doubt 
that variations in any way useful to beings, under their 
excessively complex relations of life, would be preserved, ’ 
accumulated, end inherited? Why, if man can by patience 
select variations most useful to himself, should nature fail 
in selecting variations useful, under changing* conditions'of ' 
life, to her living products ? What limit can be put to this 
power, acting during long ages and rigidly scrutinising the 
whole constitution, structure, and habits of each creature,— 
favouripg the good and rejecting the bad ? I can see no limit 
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to'this power, in slowly and beautifully adapting each form 
to the most complex relations of life. The theory of natural 
seleetion, even if we looked no further than this, seems to me 
to be in itself probable. I have already recapitulated, as 
fairly as I could, the op^iosed difficulties and objections; 
noV let us turn So the special facts and arguments in favour 
of the theory. * ^ 

On the view that species are only strongly marked and 
permanent varieties, and that each species first existed as 
a variety, we can see why it is tftit no line of demarcation 
can be drawn between species, commonly supposed to have 
been produced by special acts of creation, and varieties which 
are acknowledged to have been produced by secondary laws. 
On Lifts same view we can understand how it is that in each 
region where many species of a genus have been produced, 
and where they now flourish, these same species should present 
jnany varieties; for where the manufactory of species has 
l?yen active, we might e:*pcct, as a general rule, to find it still 
in ction ; and this is the case if varieties be incipient species. 
Moreover, the species of the larger genera, which afford the 
greater number of varieties or incipient species, retain to 
a certain degree the character of varieties ; for they differ from 
each other by a less amount of difference than do the species 
of smaller genera. The closely allied species also of the 
larger genera apparently have restricted ranges, and they 
are clusterf^^l in little groups round other species—in lyhich 
respects they resemble varieties. These are strange relations 
on the view of ea«h species having been independently created, 
but are intelligible if all species first existed as varieties. 

Afi'each species tends bf its geometrical ratio of reproduc¬ 
tion to il^crease inordinately in number; and as the modified 
descendants of each species will be enabled to increase 
by so much the more as they become more diversified in 
habits and structure, so as to be enabled to seize on many 
and widely different places in the economy of natiwe, there 
will be a constant tendency in natural selection to preserve 
the most divergent offspring of any one species. Hence 
during a long-continued course of modification, the slight 
'differences, characteristic of varieties of the same species, 
tend to be augmented into the greater differences character¬ 
istic of species of the same genus. New and improved 
varietie?i will inevitably supplant and exterminate the older, 
less improved and intermediate varieties; and thus species 
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are tendered to a large extent defined and distinct objects. 
Dominant species belonging to the larger groups tend to 
give birth to new and dominant forms; so that each large 
group tends to become still larger, and at the same time 
more divergent in character. Butinas all groups cannot thus 
succeed in increasing in size, for the world/vould not hoid 
them, the more dominant^, groups beat the less dominant. 
This tendency in the large groups to go on increasing in 
size and diverging in character, together with the almost 
inevitable contingency of^ much extinction, explains the 
arrangement of all the forms of life, in groups subordinate 
to groups, all within a few great classes, which we now see 
everywhere around us, and which has prevailed throughout 
all time. This grand fact of the grouping of all organic 
beings seems to me utterly inexplicable on the theory of 
creation. 

As natural selection acts solely by accumulating slight, 
successive, favourable variations, it ,can produce no gre^. 
or sudden modification ; it can act only by very short ajVi 
slow steps. Hence the canon of “ Natura non facit salturn/’ 
which every fresh addition to our knowledge tends to make 
more strictly correct, is on this theory simply Ititclligible. 
We can plainly see why nature is prodigal in variety, though 
.niggard in innovation. But why this should be a law of 
nature if each species has been independently created, no 
man can explain. 

Many other facts are, as it seems to me, explicable on 
this theory. How strange it is that a bird,„under the form 
of woodpecker, should have been created to prey on insects 
on the ground ; that upland geest, which fiever or rarely 
swim, should have been created with weblfcd feet that ,a 
thrush should have been created to* dive and feed on sub- 
aquatic insects; and that a petrel should have been created 
with habits and structure fitting it for the life of an auk or 
grebe! an(J so on in endless other cases. But on the view 
of each species constantly trying to increase in number, • 
with natural selection always ready to adapt the . slowly 
varying descendants of each to any unoccupied or ill-occupied 
place in nature, these facts cease to be strange, or perhaps * 
might even have been anticipated. 

As natural selection acts by competition, it adapts the 
inhabitants of each country only in relation to the degree 
of perfection of their associates; so that we need ftel no 
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surprise at the inhabitants of any one country, although on 
the ordinary view supposed to have been specially created 
and adapted for that country, being beaten and supplanted 
by the naturalised productions from another land. Nor 
ought we to marvel if all^the contrivances in nature be not, 
an far as we ^an judge, absolutely perfect; and if some of 
them be abhorrent to our ideas of fitness. We need not 
marvel at the sting of the bee caSsing the bee^s own death; 
at drones being produced in such vast numbers for one 
single act, and being then slaughtered by their sterile sisters ; 
at the astonishing waste of pollen by our fir-trees; at the 
instinctive hatred of the queen bee for her own fertile 
daughters; at ichneuraonid^ feeding within the live bodies 
of ofttcri)illars; and at other such cases. The wonder indeed 
is, on the theory of natural selection, that more cases of 
the want of absolute perfection have not been observed. 

The complex and little known laws governing variation 
fare the same, as far as,we can see, with the laws which have 
^^^verned the production of so-called specific forms. In 
both cases physical conditions seem to have produced 
but little direct effect; yet wdien varieties enter any zone, 
they occci'.'Sonally assume some of the characters of the species 
proper to that zone. In both varieties and species, use and 
disuse seem tcb have produced some effect ; difficult 

to resist this conclusion when we look, for instance, at the 
logger-hcq^led duck, which has w'ings incapable of flight, 
in nearly the same condition as in the domestic * duck; 
or v^hen we Jook at the burrowing tucutucu, which is 
occasionally blind, and then at certain mole^ which are 
habitually blind and h*^e their eyes covered with skin; 
or whtfn we look at the blind animals inhabiting the dark 
caves of America and Kurope. In both varieties and species 
correlation of growth seems to have played a most important 
part, so that when one part has been modified other parts 
are necessarily modified. In both varieties ajjd species 
reversions to long-lost characters occur. How inexplicable 
on the- theory of creation is the occasional appearance of 
stripes on the shoulder and legs of the several species of 
the horse-gciius and in their hybrids ! How. simply is this 
fact explained if we believe that these species have descended 
from a striped progenitor, in the same manner as the several 
domestic, breeds of pigeon have descended from the blue 
and barred rock-pigeon! 
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. Op the ordinary view of each species having 
independently created, why should the specific characters, or 
those by which the species of the same genus differ from 
each other, be more variable than the generic characters 
in which they all agree? Why. for instance, should the 
colour of a flower be more likely to vary in ^ny one species 
of a genus, if the otlier species, suppo!^*ci to have been 
created independently, hhve differently coloured flowers, 
than if all the species of the genus have the same coloured 
flowers ? If species are or^y well-marked varieties, of which 
the characters have become in a high degree permanent, 
we c.tn understand this fact; for they have already varied 
since they branched off from a common progenitor in certain 
characters, by wluch they have come to be speciflcally 
distinct from each other; and therefore these same characters 
would be more likely still to be varialilc than the generic 
chara^’.ters whicli have been inhoriLed without change for 
an enormous period. It is inexplicable on the theory o[ 
creaiion why a part developed in a very unusual raaniyu- 
in any one species of a genus, and therefore, as w’e may 
naturally infer, of great iinpoitance to the s]>ecics, should 
1)0 eminently liable to variition; but, on my-^dew, this 
])art has undergone, since the several species branched off 
/rom a common i)jogenitor, an unusual amoupt of variability 
and niojiheation, and therefore we might expect this part 
generally to be still variable. Jlut a part may be developed 
in the most unusual manner, like the wing of !i bat, and 
yet not be more variable than any otlier structure, if the 
part be cotjjinon to many subordinate forms, that is, if it 
has been inherited for a very long% jieriod; *for in this case 
it will have been rendered constant by long-c^ntinuecknadiral 
selection. • 

Glancing at instincts, marvellous as some are, they offer 
no greater difficulty than does corporeal structure on the 
theory of^^ the natural selection of successive, slight, but 
profitable modifications. We can thus understand why nature * 
moves by graduated steps in endowing different animals of 
the same class with their several instincts. I have attempted 
to show how-much light the principle of gr^ation throws 
on the admirable architectural powers of the hive-bee. Habit 
no doubt sometimes comes into play in modifying instincts; 
but it certainly is not indispensable, as we see, iij the case 
of neujter insects, w'hich leave no progeny to inhefit the 
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effects of long-continued habit On the view of all^the 
species of the same genius having descended from a common 
parent, and having inherited much in common, we can 
understand how it is that allied species, when i>laced under 
considerably different conditions of life, yet should follow 
ne:jrly the same instincts; Vhy the thrush of South America, 
for instance, line? l^er nest with mud like our Ilrilish species. 
On the view of instincts having be*?n slowly acquired through 
natural selection we need not marvel at some instincts 
being apparently not perfect liable to mistakes, and 

at many instincts causing other animals to suffer. 

It species be only a\c 11 marked and permanent varieties, 
we can at once sec why their crossed offspring should 
follow, the same complex laws in their dt:grees and kinds 
of resemblance to their parents,—in being absorbed into 
eacli other by successive crosses, and in other such points,— 
as do the crossed offsiiring of acknow^ledged varieties. On 
tfae other liand, these would be strange facts if species 
ha:'e been independentfy created, and varieties have been 
lao'daced 1j) secondary laws. 

If we admit that the geological record is imperfect in 
an extrenv.^degree, then such facts as the record gives, 
su[)port the theory of descent with mudilication. New species 
have come on yie stage slowly and at successive intervals ; 
xind the amount of change, after etjual intervals of time, 
is widely different in different groujis. 'I'he extinction of 
s[)ecics amf of whole groups of species, which has ptayed 
so conspicuous a i)art in the history of the organic world, 
almost inevitablyIfolloNVS on the princii>le of natural selection ; 
for qld forms vyill be stipplantcd by new and improved 
form^, -iscuher ynglo species nor groups of species reappear 
when the chain of ordinafy genciation has once been broken. 
The gradual diffusion of dominant forms, w'ith the slow 
modification of their descendants, causes the forms of life, 
after long intervals of time, to appear as if they had changed 
kimuUaneoubly throughout the w'orld The fact of ihe fossil 
remains .of each formation being in some degree intermediate 
in character between the fossils in the formations above 
.and,below, is sqnply explained by their intermediate position 
in the chain of descent. The grand fact that all extinct 
organic beings belong to the same system w'ith recent 
beings, falling cither into the same or into intermediate 
groups, •follows from the living and the extinct being the 
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ofEspring of common parents. As the groups which have 
descended from an ancient progenitor have generally diverged 
in character, the progenitor with its early descendants will 
often be intermediate in character in comparison with its 
later descendants; and thus we can see why the more 
ancient a fossil is, the oftener it stands^ in some degree 
intermediate between existing and allied group*;. Recent 
forms are generally looKed at as being, in some » vague 
sense, higher than ancient and extinct forms; and they are 
in so far higher as they later and more improved forms 
have conquered the older and less improved oiganic beings 
in the struggle for life. Lastly, the law of the long endurance 
of allied forms on the same continent,—of marsupials in 
Australia, of edentata in America, and other such <»ses,— 
is intelligible, for within a confined country, the recent and 
the extinct will naturally be allied by descent. 

Looking to geographical distribution, if we admit that 
there has been during the long course of ages much migra^^'n 
from one part of the world to another, owing to fornier 
climatal and geographical changes and to the many occasional 
and unknown means of dispersal, then we can understand, 
on the theory of descent with modification, ^nost of the 
great leading facts in Distribution. We can see why there 
should be so striking a parallelism in the distribution of 
organic beings throughout space, and in their geological 
succession throughout time; for in both cases the beings 
have been connected by the bond of ordinary generation, 
and the means of modification have been the same. We 
see the full meaning of the wonderful fact, which must have 
struck every traveller, namely, tlat on ths; same continent, 
under the most diverse conditions, undtit heat fnd' cold, 
on mountain and lowland, on deserts and marshes, most 
of the inhabitants within each great class are plainly related; 
for they will generally be descendants of the same progenitors 
and e:\rly colonists. On this same principle of former 
migration, combined in most cases with modification, v»e 
can understand, by the aid of the Glacial period, the identity 
of some few plants, and the close alliance of many others, 
on the most dist.'^nt mountains, under the. most different 
climates; and likewise the close alliance of some of the 
inhabitants of the sea in the northern and southern temperate 
zones, though separated by the whole intertrooical ocean. 
Although two areas may present the same physical conditions 
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of ilife, we need feel no surprise at their inhabitants bting 
widely different, if they have been for a long period completely 
separated from each other; for as the relation of organism 
to organism is the most important of all relations, and as 
the two areas will have re<jeived colonists from some third 
source or from eayh other, at various periods and in different 
proportions, the ceurse of modification in the two areas 
will inevitably be different. 

On this view of migration, with subsequent modification, 
we can see why oceanic islands should be inhabited by few 
species, but of these, that many should be peculiar. We 
can clearly see why those animals which cannot cross wide 
spaces of ocean, as frogs and terrestrial mammals, should 
not bihabit oceanic islands ; and why, on the other hand, 
new and peculiar species of bats, which can traverse the 
ocean, should so often be found on islands far distant from 
any continent. Such facts as the presence of peculiar species 
bats, and the abseneg of all other mammals, on oceanic 
isla,ids, are utterly inexplicable on the theory of independent 
acts of creation. 

The existence of closely allied or representative sj^ecies 
in any two’’*areas, implies, on the theory of descent with 
modification, that the same parents formerly inhabited both 
areas; and W'e almost invariably find that wdierever many « 
closely allied species inhabit two areas, some identical species 
comnion to^ both still exist. Wherever many closely allied 
yet distinct species occur, many doubtful forms and vaneties 
of the same spqpies likewise occur. It is a rule of high 
generality that the inhabitants of each area are®related to 
the inhabitants ®f the nearest source whence immigrants 
might Mve beet> derived. We see this in nearly all the 
plants and animals of tfle Galapagos archipelago, of Juan 
Fernandez, and of the other American islands being related 
in the most striking manner to the plants and animals of 
the neighbouring America mainland; and thos% of the 
Cape de Verde archipelago and other African islands to the 
African ^nainland. It must be admitted that these facts 
receive no explanation on the theory of creation. 

• The fact, as we have seen, that all past and present organic 
beings constitute one grand natural system, with group 
subordinate to group, and with extinct groups often falling 
in betweer% redent groups, is intelligible on the theory of 
natural selection with its contingencies of extinction and 
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divergence of character. On these same principles we ste 
how it is, that the mutual affinities of the species and genera 
within each class are so complex and circuitous. We see 
why certain characters are far more serviceable than others 
for classification;—why adaptiv,'; characters, though of 
paramount importance to the being, are / of hardly ahy 
importance in classificatiqn; why characters derived from 
rudimentary parts, though of no service to the boingj are 
often of high classificatory value; and why embryological 
characters are the most valuable of all. The real affinities 
of all organic beings are due to inheritance or community 
of descent. The natural system is a genealogical arrangement, 
in which w'e have to discover the lines of descent by the 
most permanent characters, however slight their vitrf" im¬ 
portance may l)e. 

The framework of bones being the same in the hand 
of a man, wing of a bat, fin of the porpoise, and leg of the 
horse,—the same number of vertebrEe forming the neck’ 
of the giraffe and of the elephant,—and innumerable oth'?r 
such facts, at once explain themselves on the theory of 
descent with slow and slight successive modifications. The 
similarity of pattern in the wing and leg of a Cat, though 
used for such different purpose,—in the jaws and legs of 
a crab,—in the petals, stamens, and pistils of a flower, is' 
likewise intelligible on the view of the gradual modification 
of parts or organs, which were alike in the early progenitor 
of each class. On the principle of successive variations 
not always supervening at an early age, and‘being inherited 
at a corresponding not early period of life, we can clearly 
see why the embryos of mammals,'birds, reiJules, and fishes 
should be so closely alike, and should b^' so unlfke the 
adult forms. We may cease marvelling at the embryo of 
an air-breathing mammal or bird having branchial slits 
and arteries running in loops, like those in a fish which 
has to brer the the air dissolved in water, by the aid of well- 
developed branchiae. 

Disuse, aided sometimes by natural selection, wiH often 
tend to reduce an organ, when it has become useless, by 
changed habits or under changed conditions* of life; and 
we can clearly understand on this view the meaning of 
rudimentary organs. But disuse and selection will generally 
act on each creature, when it has come to maturity aijd has 
to pla]{ its full part in the struggle for existence, and will 
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thus have little power of acting on an organ during early 
life; hence the organ will not be much reduced or rendered 
rudimentary at this early age. The calf, for instance, has 
inherited teeth, which never cut through the gums of the 
upper jaw, from an ear\y progenitor having well-developed 
ft'Cth; £jid wc\ may believe, that the teeth in the mature 
animal were Hiduced, during •successive generations, by 
disuse or by the tongue and palate having been fitted by 
natural selection to browse without their aid; whereas in 
the calf, the teeth have been left untouched by selection or 
disuse, and on the principle of inheritance at corresponding 
ages have been inherited from a remote period to the 
present day. On the view of each organic being and each 
sepif-ated organ having been specially created, how utterly 
inexplicable it is that parts, like the teeth in the embryonic 
calf or like the shrivelled wings under the soldered wing- 
covers of some beetles, should thus so frequently bear the 
olain stamp of inutility! Nature may be said to have taken 
pains to reveal, by rudimentary organs and by homologous 
structures, her scheme of modification, which it seems that 
we wilfully w'ill not understand. 

I have now recapitulated the chief facts and considerations 
which have thoroughly convinced me that species haife 
changed, and are still slowly changing by the preservation 
and acciwnulation of successive slight favourable vafiations. 
Why, it may be asked, have all the most eminent living 
naturalists and*geologists rejected this view of the mutability 
of species? It cannot be asserted that orgaitic beings in 
a stat^ of nattlre are subject to no variation; it cannot be 
proved that Xhi amount of variation in the course of long 
ages is a limited quantity; no clear distinction has been, 
or can be, drawm between species and well-marked varieties. 
It cannot be maintained that species when intercrossed 
are invariably sterile, and varieties invariably fertJle; or that 
sterility is a special endowment and sign of creation. The 
belief 'that species were immutable productions was almost 
unavoidable as long as the history of the world was thought 
td be of shdrt duration; and now that we have acquired 
some idea of the lapse of time, we are too apt to assume, 
without proof, that the geological record is so perfect that 
it would Miave afforded us plain evidence of the mutation 
of species, if they had undergone mutation. • 
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Bufr the chief cause of our natural unwillingness to admit 
that one species has given birth to other and distinct 
species, is that we are always slow in admitting any great 
change of which we do not see the intermediate steps. The 
difficulty is the same as that fel]:. by so many geologists, 
when Lyell first insisted that long lines of i^jland gliffs had 
been formed, and great valleys excavated, the slow action 
of the coast-waves. The'mind cannot possibly grasp* the 
full meaning of the term of a hundred million years; it 
cannot add up and perceive the full effects of many slight 
variations, accumulated during an almost infinite number of 
generations. 

Although I am fully convinced of the truth of the views 
given in this volume under the form of an abstract, by 
no means expect to convince experienced naturalists whose 
minds are stocked with a multitude of facts all viewed, 
during a long course of years, from a point of view directly 
opposite to mine. It is so easy to hide our ignorance under^ 
such expressions as the “plan of creation,” “unity of design,^' 
&c., and to think that w^e give an explanation when we 
only restate a fact. Any one whose disposition leads him 
to attach more weight to unexplained difficulties Cfian to the 
explanation of a certain number of facts will certainly reject 
my theory. A few •.naturalists, endowed with much flexibility 
of mind, and who have already begun to doubt on the 
immutq,bility of species, may be influenced by thig volujne; 
but I look with confidence to the future, to young and 
rising naturalists, who will be able to view,, both sides of 
the question! with impartiality. Whoever is led to believe 
that species are mutable will do good^service bjfrconscientiously 
expressing his conviction; for only thus op.n the tbSid of 
prejudice by which this subject is overwhelmed be removed- 

Several eminent naturalists have of late published their 
belief that a multitude of reputed species in each genus 
are not species; but that other species are real, that 
is, have been independently created. This seems to me a ' 
strange conclusion to arrive at. They admit that a multitude 
of forms, which till lately they themselves thought were 
special creations, and which are still thus looked at by the 
majority of naturalists, and which consequently have every 
external characteristic feature of true species,—they admit 
that these have been produced by variation, bht tjiey^refuse 
to extend the same view to other and very slightly different 
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forms. Nevertheless they do not pretend that they can Refine, 
or even conjecture, which are the created forms of life, 
and which are those produced by secondary laws. They 
admit variation as a vera causa in one case, they arbitrarily 
reject it in another, without assigning any distinction in 
the twoacases. The day will come when this will be given 
as a cm-ious illustration of the blindness of preconceived 
opinion. These mithors seem no*more startled at a miraculous 
act of creation than at an ordinary birth. But do they 
really believe that at innumerable periods in the earth’s 
history certain elemental atoms have been commanded 
suddenly to flash into living tissues? Do they believe that 
at each supposed act of creation one individual or many 
wei*d produced? Were all the infinitely numerous kinds of 
animals and plants created as eggs or seed, or as full grown? 
and in the case of mammals, were they created bearing 
the false marks of nourishment from the mother’s womb? 

' Although naturalists \ery properly demand a full explanation 
of every difficulty from those who believe in the mutability of 
species, on their own side they ignore the whole subject 
of the first appearance of species in what they consider 
reverent sflencc. 

It may be asked how far I extend the doctrine of the 
modification species. The question difficult to answer, 
because the more distinct the forms are which we may 
consider,^by so much the arguments fall away in force. But 
some arguments of the greatest weight extend very far. 
All die memb^grs of whole classes can be connected together 
by chains of affinities, and all can be clarified on the 
same principl •, in grcAps subordinate to groups. Fossil 
.rernaiifs someti aies tend to fill up very wide intervals between 
existing orders. Organs in a rudimentary condition plainly 
show that an early progenitor had the organ in a fully 
developed slate; and this in some instances necessarily implies 
an enormous amount of modification in the ^^scendants. 
Throughout whole classes various structures are formed on 
the same pattern, and at an embryonic age the species closely 
resemble each other. Therefore I cannot doubt that the 
theory of de -tcent with modification embraces all the members 
of the same class. I believe that animals have descended 
from at most only four or five progenitors, and plants from 
an equalj or desser number. 

Analogy would lead me one step further, namely to the 
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belief that all animals and plants have descended from some, 
one i?rototype. But analogy may be a deceitful guide. 
Nevertheless all living things have much in common, in 
their chemical composition, their germinal vesicles, their 
cellular structure, and their laws of growth and reproduction. 
We see this even in so trifling a tircumstance as that th^ 
^ame poison often similarly affects plants at^d aniitjals; or 
that the poison secreted hy the galMly prc^Suces monslifous 
growths on the wild rose or oak-tree. Therefore I should 
infer from analogy that probajJ)ly all the organic beings which 
have ever lived on this earth have descended from some 
one primordial form, into which life was first breathed. 

When the views entertained in this volume on the oftgin 
of species, or when analogous views are generally admitted, 
we can dimly foresee that there wflll be a considerable 
revolution in natural history. Systematists will be able 
to pursue their labours as at present; but they will not t 
be incessantly haunted by the shadowy doubt whether this 
or that form be in essence a species. This I feel sure, 
and I speak after experience, will be no slight relief. The 
endless disputes whether or not some fifty species ^f British 
brambles aje true si'eeies will cease. Systematists will have 
only to decide (not that this will be easy) whe^ier any form 
bt* sufficiently cons'tant and distinct from other forms, to 
be capalfle of definition; and if definable, w'hether the 
differences be sufficiently important to deserve d specific 
name. This latter point wfill become a far more essential 
consideration than it is at present; for diffeiences, however 
slight, between any two forms, if not|)len(!ed l^y inteimcdiate 
gradations, are looked at by most natuialis^ as suiikifenl, 
to raise both forms to the rank of •species. Hereafter we 
shall be compelled to acknowledge tliat the only distinction 
between species and well-marked vaiieties is, that the latter 
are known, or belic\ecl, to be connected at the present day 
by intcimetliatc gradations, whereas species were (oimeily 
thus connected. Hence, witlu.ut quite rejecting the con¬ 
sideration of tlie prest nt existence of intermediate gradations 
between any tw^o forms, we shall be led to ^weigh more 
carefully and to value higher the actual amount of difference 
between them. It is (juitc possible that forms now generally 
acknowledged to be merely varieties may hereafter b^ythought 
worthy of specific names, as with the primrose and cmX'slip; 
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5 ind in this case scientific and common language wiH come 
into accordance. In short, we shall have to treat species 
in. the same manner as those naturalists treat genera, who 
admit that genera are merely artificial combinations made 
for convenience. This may not be a cheering prospect; but 
ne shalUat least be freetl from the vain searcli for the un¬ 
discovered and luadiscoverable essence of the term species. 

The other and more general ctf partments of natural history 
will rise greatly in interest. The terms used by naturalists 
of affinity, relationship, community of type, paternity, mor¬ 
phology, adaptive characters, rudimentary and aborted organs, 
&c., will cease to be metaphorical, and will have a plain 
signification. When we no longer look at an organic being 
as a^«avage looks at a ship, as at something wholly beyond 
his comprehension; when we regard every production of 
nature as one which has had a history; when we contemplate 
every complex structure and instinct as the summing up 

• of many contrivance^ each useful to the possessor, nearly 

in the same way as when wc look at any great mechanical 
invention as the summing up of the labour, the experience, 
the reason, and even the blunders of numerous workmen; 
when wc Intis view each organic being, how far more interesting, 
I speak from experience, will the study of natural history 
bectune! • • , 

A grand and almost untrodden field of inquiry will be 
opepod, on the causes and laws of variation, on C(<rielation 
of growth, on the effects of use and disuse, on the direct 
action of extiynal conditions, and so forth. The study of 
domestic productions will rise immensely in vglue. A new 
variety raised i)y man 4 vill be a far more important and 
.interei^fing siibj«ct for study than one more species added 
to thc’infmitiule of alrcacfy recorded species. Our clan's!Ilcations 
will come to be, as far as they can be so made, genealogies : 
and wall then liuly give what may be called the plan of 
creation. The rules for classifying will no do^bl l^ccome 

• simphr when we have a definite object in view. We possess 
no pedigrees or armorial bearings; and we have to discover 
and trace the many oiverging lines of descent incur natural 
genealogies, hy characters of any kind wdiich have long 
been inherited. Rudimentary organs will speak infallibly 
with respect to the nature of long-lost structures. Species 
and groups oT species, which are called aberrant, and which 
may fancifully be called living fossils, will aid us in^forming 
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a picture of the ancient forms of life. Embryology will 
reveal to us the structure, in some degree obscured, of the 
prototypes of each great class. 

When we can feel assured that all the individuals of the 
same species, and all the closely allied species of most 
genera, have within a not very remote p^iod descended 
from one parent, and have migrated frony^rae one birth¬ 
place ; and when we beftcr know the - many meant of 
migration, then, by the light which geology now throws, 
and will continue to throwr on fosmer changes of climate 
and of the level of the land, vve shall surely be enabled to 
trace in an admirable manner the former migrations of the 
inhabitants of the whole world. Even at present, by com¬ 
paring the differences of the inhabitants of the sea o» the 
opposite sides of a continent, and the nature of the various 
inhabitants of that continent in relation to their apparent 
means of immigration, some light can be thrown on ancient 
geography. 

The noble science of Geology loses glory from the extreme 
imperfection of the record. 'I'he crust of the earth with its 
embedded remains must not be looked at as a well-filled 
museum, but as a poor collection made at ha^d and at 
rare intervals. The accumulation of each great fossiliferous 
formation will be .recognised as having dep'^nded on an 
unusual concurrence of circumstances, and the blank intervals 
between the successive stages as having been of vast duration. 
But w6 shall be able to gauge with some security the 
duration of these intervals by a comparison of the preceding 
and succeeding organic foiiiis. We must be cautious in 
attempting to correlate as strictly coni 3 !emporan#;oas two forma¬ 
tions, which include few identical species, W:)y the Jjeneral 
succession of their forms of life. A*s species are produced 
and exterminated by slowly acting and still existing causes, and 
not by miraculous acts of creation and by catastrophes; 
and as the^.most important of all causes of organic change 
is one which is almost independent of altered and perhaps 
suddenly altered physical conditions, namely, the mutual 
relation of organism to organism,—the improvement of one 
being entailing the improvement or the extermination* of 
others; it follows, that the amount of organic change in 
the fossils of consecutive formations probably serves as a 
fair measure of the lapse of actual time. A vfuxnbeT of 
species, however, keeping in a body might Remain*for a 
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long period unchanged, whilst within this same period, 
several of these species, by migrating into new countries 
and coming into competition with foreign associates, might 
become modified; so that we must not overrate the accuracy ' 
of organic change as a me:jsure of time. During earJy periods 
of the earth’s history, when the forms of life were probably 
fewer and simplv, the rate of change was probably slower; 
and at the first 8awn of life, when very few forms of the 
simplest structure existed, the rate of change may have 
been slow in an extreme de^ee. The whole history of 
the world, as at present known, although of a length quite 
incomprehensible by us, will hereafter be recognised as 
a mere fragment of time, compared with the ages which 
havc^ elapsed since the first creature, the progenitor of 
innumerable extinct and living descendants, was created. 

In the distant future I see open fields for far more 
important researches. PsycJjology will be based on a new 
foundation, that of th^ necessary acquirement of each mental 
power and capacity by gradation. Light will be thrown 
on the origin of man and his history. 

Authors of the highest eminence seem to be fully satisfied 
with the Tlew that each species has been independently 
created. To my mind it accords better with what we know 
of the laws impressed on matter by tli^; Creator, that t^e 
production and extinction of the past and present inhabitants 
of ihe ^^orld should have been due to secondary^ causes, 
like those determining the birth and death of the individual. 
When 1 vievk all beings not as special creations, but as 
the lineal descendants of some few beings which lived long 
befpre the firs» bed of^he Silurian system was deposited, 

• they item to tne to become ennobled. Judging from the 
past, we may safely infer that not one living species will 
transmit its unaltered likeness to a distant futurity. And 
of the species now living very few will transmit progeny 
of any kind to a far distant futurity; for the* manner in 
which all organic beings are grouped, shows that the greater 
number of species of each genus, and all the species of 
many genera, have left no descendants, but have become 
utterly extinct. We can so far take a prophetic glance into 
futurity as to foretel that it will be the common and widely- 
spread species, belonging to the larger and dominant groups, 
which ^wiA ulfimately prevail and procreate new and dominant 
species. As' all the living forms of life are the linea^ descen- 
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dants rOf those which lived long before the Silurian epoch; 
we may feel certain that the ordinary succession by generation 
has never once been broken, and that no cataclysm has 
desolated the whole world. Hence we may look with some 
confidence to a secure future of equally inappreciable length. 
And as natural selection works solely by and for the good 
of each being, all corporeal and mental y^iidowmtnts will 
tend to progress towards perfection. * \ 

It is interesting to contemplate an entangled bank, clothed 
with many plants of many Hnds, with birds singing on the 
bushes, with various insects flitting about, and with worms 
crawling through the damp earth, and to reflect that these 
elaborately constructed forms, so different from each other, 
and dependent on each other in so complex a mariner, 
have all been produced by law's acting around us. These 
laws, taken in the largest sense, being Growth with Repro¬ 
duction ; Inheritance which is almost implied by reproduction ; 
Variability from the indirect and* direct,action of the external 
conditions of life, and from use and disuse; a Ratio of 
Increase so high as to lead to a Struggle for Life, and as 
a consequence to Natural Selection, entailing Divergence of 
Character and the Extinction of less-improved foiins. Thus, 
from the war of nature, from famine and death, the most 
exalted object which we are capable of conceiving, namely, 
the production of the higher animals, directly follows. There 
is grandeur in this view of life, wuth its several pov\ers, 
having 'been originally breathed into a few forms or into 
one; and that, w^hilst this planet has gone cycling, on 
according to, the fixed law of gravity, from so simple a 
beginning endless forms most beaute'ful and fuost wonderful 
have been, and are being, evolved. ' • ^ * 
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-, as bearing on natural selec- 

^ tion, 93. 

s—r- of domestic varictie«, 94. ‘ 

i Eye, sfructure of, 151, 

I -, correction for aberration, 

1 162. 

I Eyes rcductd in nK>Ies, 113. 


343- 

Domestication, variation under, 

16 , 

Downing, Mr., on ft'uit-trccs in 
America, 75, 

Downs, Noilh and South, 224. 
Dragon-flies, intestines of, 153. 
Drift-timber, 280. 

Driver-ant, 191. 

Drones killed ^y other bees, 162. 
Duck, domestic, wings of, reduced, 

*9- 

-1 logger-headed, 147. 

Duck-weed, 298. 

Dugong, affinities of, 320. 
Dung-beetles with d<.ficient tarsi, 
112 . ^ 

Dyticus, 299. 

E. 

Earl, Mr. W., on the Malay Archi¬ 
pelago, 306. 

Ears, drooping, in domestic 
animals, 19. 

——, rudimentary, 350. 

Earth, s^ds in roots of trees, 2S0. 


F. 


Fabre, M., on prfrasitic spiny, 174. 
Fah oner, Dr , on nalurahsMiC-n ot 
plants in India, 59. % 

-on fossil ciocodilf*, 244. 

-on elephants and niastcdons, 

259- • 

and faiitley tm mammals of 


1 


sfbb-Mimalavtkii l>eds, 26-^. 
FalklauiS^^^lanji, wolf of, ^05* 
Faults, 223. 

Faunas, marine, 270. 

Fear, instinctive, m birds, 170. 

Feet of biiels, \oung molluscs 
adhering to, 299. 

Feilihty of hvbruls, 197. • 

-slii'ht changes in con¬ 
ditions, 210. 

ol crossed varieties, 210. 

’ I 


Fir-trees destroy by cattle, 65% 

-, pollen of, 163. 

Fish, flying, 147. 

-, tcl( ostean, sudden appear¬ 
ance of, 238. » ^ 

-eating seeds,’281, 300, 
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FieH, fresh-W£tcr, distribution of> 
298. 

Fishes, ganoid, now confined to 
fresh water, 91. 

-, electric organs of, 155. 

-, ganoid, living in fresh water, 

250. % 

-^of soutl’crn hcii^sphcre, 291. 

Flight, powers of, ho^' acquired, 

147. ' 

Flowers, structure of, in relation 
to crossinc, 84. 

-of ctmiposilae and umlxlll- 

ferse, 119. 

l'\»rbcs, F., on colours of shells, 
no. 

-on abrupt range of shells in 

depth,* 142, 

-on poorness of p'vlaeontologual 

collections, 225. 

-on continuous succession of 


O'. -t 

Galapagos Archipelago, birds of, 
302 . 

-, productions of, 308, 309. 

Galcopithecns, 146. 

Game, increase of, checked by 
vermin, 62. 

Gainer on sterility of hybrids, 
>95. 201. 

-- on reciprocal crosses, 204. 

—p • on crussed maize and ver- 
bascum 212, 213. 

on comparison of hybrids and 


genera, 246. 

— on continental extonsimis, 
277. 

— on distribution during glaiial 


mongrels, 214. 

Geese, fertility when crossed, 200. 

-, upland, 149. 

Genealogy important in chissifica- 
lion, 338. 

Geolfioy St. lUlaire on balancc- 
ment, 121. 

-— on homologous organs, 

335- 


period, 284. 

on p..rallc^’^m in time and 


space, 3lh. 

Foiests, cliangcs in in America, 67. 
i'brmation, Devonian, 259. 
Formation?, tliickue*is of, in 
Hritiyn, 222. 

-, intcTinifti nt, 227. 

Formica ruf scens, 175. 

-satiguinc’a, 17^! 

— flava, 111 liter of, 190. 

Frcna, ovigerous, cirripc'^*:*^, 

I ri sh-wattr prodnctn iis, df>pi.<T.-»ai 

of, 297.' 

Fries on species in huge ulmi i\i 
being dost ly allied to oUu r 
Species, 

r*i 149. 

Frogs on ibiaiuN, 304. ^ 

Fru 11-1 ri. e s" t; i a d u a I i ni j^ro vc: in e 111 ' 
of, 3S. 

„—,- in Unittrf States, 75. 

- varieties of, accliiiiatihcd 

in United States, 117. 

Fuci, tTossed^04.^ 

Fur, thickgr iBcold climates, ni. 
Furze, 339, * ^ 


Isidore, on variability 
of repeated pdi ts, 122. 

— -, on correlation in mon¬ 


strosities, 19. 

-, on correlation, 119. 

on variable parts being 


• 4 

often men^?roiis, 127. 
Googiaphical distribution, 269. 
(ieucraph^s ancient, 374. 

Geology, future progress of,'374. 

-, imperfection of the record, 

319. 

Gil alio, tail of, 157. ® 

Glacial period, 283. 

Ginchn on distribiiticm, 2S3. 
Gnathoclon, fossil, 285. 
Godwin-Auslcn, Mr., on the iMahiy 
Archipelago, 231. 

Goethe on compeiisation of growth, 

121 , 

Goosclx-rry, grafts of, 2on 
^ould. Dr. A., on land-s'ichs, 307. 

-, Mr., on colours of birds, 110. 

-, on birds of the Galaprgos, 

308 . 

•, on distribution of genera of 


birds, 313. 

Gourds, crosstcl, 2f2. 
Grafts, capacity of, 205. 
Grasses, vaiictics of, 96 
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Gray, Dr, Asa, on trees of United 
States, 86. 

-, on naturalised plants in the 

United States, 97. 

-, on rarity of intermediate 

varieties, 143. 

—-—, on Ajpine plants, 283. 

-, Dr, J. E,, on striped mule, 

134. 

Grebe, 150, 

Groups, aberrant, 331, 

Grouse, colours of, 74. f. 

-, red, a doubtful species, 47. 

Growth, eomi>ensatinn ot, 121. 

-, correlation of, in domestic 

products, 19. 

-, correlation of, nS. 

H. 

Habit, effect of, under domestica¬ 
tion, lO 

-, effect of, under nature, lii. 

- " , diversified, of same siiccus, 

148. 

Hair and teeth, correlated, I19. 
Harcourt, Mr. E. V., on the birds 
of Mad I ira, 303. 

Hartunji:, M , on boulders in the 
t Azores, 2S2. 

Hazel-nuts, 279. 

Hearnc on liabits of bears, 148. 
Heathy chaujjcs in VLgetation, 65. 
Heer, O., on plants of Madeira, 91, 
Helix pomatia, 307. 

Helosciadium> 279. 

Ilcmionus, stiiped, 133. 

Herbert, \V., on struggle for exis¬ 
tence, 57. 

-, on sterility of hybrids, 197. 

Hermaphrodites crossing, 83. 
Heron eating seed, 300. 

Heron, Sir^K.^ on peacocks, 78. 
Hcusiiigcr on white animals not 
poisoned by certain plants, 19. * 
Hewitt, Mr., on sterility of first 
crosses, 208. 

Himalaya, glaciers of, 289. 

-, plants of, 290. 

Hippeastrum, 198. 

Holly-trees, sexes of, 81. 
K«3ilyhock, varieties of, crossed, 

213.^ 


Hooker, Dr., on trees of New 
Zealand, 86. 

-, on acclimatisation of Hima¬ 
layan trees, 116. 

-, on flowers of umbelliferae, 

119 . 

u- J on glaciers of H*malaya^ 289. 

-, on al>'ae of IJcw Zealand, 

291. J- 

-, on Vegetation at the! base of 

the Himala) a. 293. 

-, on plants of Tierra del 

Fuego, 290, 293. 

-, on Australian plants, 290, 

309* 

-, on relations of flora of South 

America, 294. , 

-, on flora ol the Antarctic lands, 

295- 309. 

-, on the plants of the Gala¬ 
pagos, 303. 30S. 

' on bamboos, 158. 

-to seeds on islands, 303. 

Horner, Mr., on the antiquity of 
Egyptians, 24. 

Ilonis, nifhincntarj’, 350. 

Horse, lossil, in HR Plata, 248. 
Horses destroyed by flies in La 
Plata, 65. 

-, striped, 1*33. 

-, proportions of, when young, 

343- , 

Horticulturists, selection applied 

t'-V, 35- 

Huber on cells'of bees, 183. 

-, P., on reason blended 'with 

V^stinct, i(^i. 

-, tlWhab4*iualnaturc^f'nstincts, 

1167 

-, on slave-making ants, 175. 

-, on Melipona doinestica, 179. 

Humble-bees, ctlls of, 179. 

Hunter J., on secondary sexual 
characters, 123. • 

HiitKsy, Captain, on crossed geese, 
200. 

Huxley, Prof., on structure of 
hermaphroditic?, 86. 

—, on embryological succesaion, 
262, 

—, on homolti'^ou&organs, 238. 
—, on the development of aphis 

341., 
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Hybrids and mongrels compared^ 

214. 

Hybridism, 194. I 

Hydfa, structure of, 153. ' 

I 

I. 

Ibla,' 121. 

Icebergs tra^/sporting :'“eds, 2S1. 
Increase, rate of, 58. t» 

Individuals, numbers favourable to 
selection, 87. 

-, many, whether simultan¬ 
eously created, 276. 

Inheritance, laws of, 20. 

-at corresponding ages, 21, 75. 

Insects, colour of, fitted for habita- | 
tioiis, 74. 

-, s( a-side, colours of, 110. 

-, blind, in caves, 114. 

-(luminous, 155. j 

•-neuter, 187. 

Instinct, 166. « 

Instincts, domestic, 170' 
Intercrossing, advantages of, S3. 
Islands, oceanic, 301. 

Isolation favour;iWe to selection, 89. 


Japan, productions of, 2SS. 

Java, plants of, 290. 

Jones, Mr. M., on the birds of 
Bermuda, 303. 

Jussieu on clasbific|jtion, 323. 

K. 

KzNTOcjyf, caves of, ^14. ^ * 

Kerguelen-land, flora of. 265, 3 *'9. 

Kidiicy-bean, acclimatisation of, 
117. 

Kidneys of birds, I18. 

Kirby on tarsi deficient in beetles, 
112. 

Knight, ^drew, on cause t^iaria- 
tion, 16. 

Kolreuter on the barberry, 84. 

-: on sterility of hybrids, 195. 

-on reciprocal crosses, 204. 

-on crossed varieties of nico- 

tiana, 213. ^ 

-on crossing male and herma- 

pbrodilc flowers, 348. ^ 


Lamarck on adaptive characters, 

33CJ- 

Land-shclls, distribution of, 307. 

-of Madeira, naturali.sed, 311. 

Languages, classification of, 326. 
Lapse, great, of time, 221. 

Lar^'se, 340. 

Laurel, nectar secreted by the 
leaves, 80. 

La^'S of variation, 109. 

Leech, varieties of. 68. 

Legiiniinos.e, nectar secreted by 
glands, 80. 

T.epidosircn, 91, 257. 

Lifi-, stiugglc for, 56. 

Lingula, Silurian, 239. 

Linnseus, aphoiism of, 320. 

Lion mane of, 77. 

-, young of, striped, 339. 

Lobelia fiilgens, 66, 85. 

Lobelia, sterility of crosses, 198. 
Loess of the Rhine, 298, 

Lowness of structure connected 
with variability, 122. 

—, related to wide distribu¬ 
tion. 314. 

Lubbock, Mr., on the nerves of 
coccus. 45. • • 

Lucas, Dr. P., on inheritance, 20. 

-, on resemblance of child to 

parent, 216. * 

Lund and Clausen on fossils of 
Brazil, 263. 

Lyell, Sir C., on th(* struggle for 
existence, 57. 

—, on modern changes of the 
earth, 82. 

-, on measure of denudation, 

222 . 

-, on a carboniferous land-shell, 

226. ^ 

-, on fossil whales, 237. 

M-, on strata beneath Silurian 

system, 240. 

-, on the imperfection of ihe 

geological record, 242. 

-, on the appearance of species, 

243. 

- , on Barrande^s colonies, 244. 

-, on tertiary formations of 

Europe and North Amerjfa, 251. 
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Lyell. on parallelism of tertiary 
formations, 255, 

-, on tr.insport of seeds by ice¬ 
bergs, 281, 

-, on great alternations of 

climate, 295 

-, on tlie (listi ibution of fresh¬ 
water shells 299 

- f on land-shells of Mad»'ira, 

3"- 

—— and l)aw*5on on fossiH/td 
trees in Kova Scotia, 232. 

H. 

Macleay on analogical characters, 
330 - 

Madeira, plants of. 91. 

-, beetles oi, wingUss. 112. 

-, *ossrl larui-shelis of, 2O3. 

-, Vjirds of, 303. 

Magpie tame in Moiway, 170. 
Mai/C, crossed, 212. 

Malay Archipelago compaied with 
Europe, 234. 

-, mammals of, 306, 

Malpighiacea;, 323. 

Mammae, rudimentary, 34S. 
Mammals, fossil, in secondary for- 
mation, 237. 

-, insular, 304. 

Man, origin of races of, 160. 
Manatee, rudimentary nails of, 350. 
Marsupials of Australia, 98. 

-, fossil spe^.ies of, 263. 

Martens, M.,'Experiment on seeds, 
279 - 

Martin, Mr. W, C., on striped 
mules, 134. 

Matteuchi on the electric organs 
of rays, 155. 

Matthiola, reciprocal crosses of, 
204. 

Means of dispersal, 277. 

Mclipona domcstica, 179 
Metamorphism of oldest rocks, 240. 
Mice destroying bees, 66. 

-, acclimatisation of, I16 

Migration, bears on first appear¬ 
ance of fossils, 230. 

Milleij Prof., on the cells of bees, 

xba. 

M'rabi^s, crosses of, 204. 


Missel-thrush, 68 . 

Wisseltoe, complex rclatiom 

13* , 

Mississippi, rate of depositio 
mouth, 223. 

Meeting-thrush of the Galap 

3 "- ^ V < 

Modification of spec* ^s, hov 

applicable, 371. i 

Moles, bhnd, 113. 

Mongrels, fertilit\^ and sterili > 
210 

-and h\bruJs Cfunjiared, 2 

Monkeys, fossil, 237. 
Muiiocanthus, 32S. 

Mtms, Van, on the origin of 
trots, 32. 

Moijuin-Tandon on sca-side p 
no. 

Morphology, 355. 

Mozart, musical powers of, l( 
y. \1, ^ctfls in, 2;^9. 

Mules, striped, 134. 

Muller, Dr F., on Alpine Aust 
plants, 291 

Murchi-son, Sir R.^ on ihe f 
tions of Russia, 226. 

-, on azoic formations, 231 

-, on extinction, 247. 

Miistcta vison, 145. 

Myantliub, 328. 
Myrmecocystus, 189.^ 
Myrmica, eyes tif, 191. 


N/^s, rudim*. itary, 3;9. 
Naturar *iist‘'"'y, future 
5 / 2 . 

-selection, 71. 

-system, 319. 

Naturalisation of forms di 
from the indigenous species 

-in New Zealand, '^7 

Naiu'^’^s, Silurian, 239. 

Nectar of plants, 80. 

Nectaries, how formed, 80. , 
NLlumbium lutc'um, 300. 
Nests, variation in, 169. 
Neuter insects, 187, 

Newman, Mr., or' liunble-bec! 
New Zealand, productions of, 
perfc.'t, 162. • 
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/ealaiicl. naturalised products | 

of, 262. ' 

— - fossil birds ot, 263. 

'• , ;!;]acia1 action in, 289. 

-, crustaceans of, 291. 

-, algae of, 291. 

nunl'jer of plants of, 301. ’ 

-. tlor:#of, 309. 

Nicotianri, crossed var»ott<*.s of, 21J. 

-, c< rtain species \< ry sterile, j 

203. 

Noble, ISli,, on fertility of RIkmIo- 
dendron, 190 

Nodules, pho^pliatir, m a/oie n*cks, 
240. 
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1 Ufc, janeties d, 4^ 
f>mtcs apellrs, 112 
Orchis pollen ol, I5^ . 

' Organs of extreme pel Ic tioii, l_5a. y! 

, electric, of fishes, * 

— of little iinportaiii’<' 136. 

, hoinologuiis, J35. 

-, rudiiiD'iits o), 347 

Onnthorhyii^ns, 91, 322 
Ostuch not rupabi' flight, M2 

, iin’jiL of la\ ing eggs tl;t I, ‘ 

1: t • 

,AiD<iicau, two species nl, 
of, how acquired, 145 

OU 70 l, Wcitr-i, 149, 

Owen, on •hiids not flying, 

1 M. 

oil vciTetati^c repetition, i22. I 

— tt^ variable lenct^t^ arms 
in oiirang-outaiii?, 123 

-, (ill Uk s\\iin-l)ladclei tj^fishes. ■ 

! 

-, on ele'clric oigans I 

, on fossil horse el 1 .1 riata. ! 

i 

— , elation s of i uin^nls an^ 

pachydi nub, 256. ^ [ 

—on fossil biul' ot Xi W 7 ea- j 
*U»ncl, 2f‘3, ^ 

- , on ‘'UeccsbJon of ty]»e^., 203. 
on affinitir'b of the dngonc, 


320. 


(HI fftmoffigous organ336. 
*- <ffi the tnetamonihosis of 
i < and spidA's, 341, 


P. 

l*ACiFJC (jCEAN, faunas of, 271. 

Palty on nt) organ formed to give 
pain, 161. 

Pallas on llic fertility ol the wild 
slocks of domestic animals, 200. 
P.uaguay, cattle destroyed by flieb, 

* 5 ' 

Parasites, 173. 

Partridge, dirt on feel, 281. 

PJrts grtjlly d^ve-loped, varialdc, 
123. 

-, degrt C’b of iililil^' ol, 101. 

V'ai us majoi*, 14S 
Passillora, 19S. 

Ptachcb in Unilid Staler, 7',. 

I 'c.ir, grafts of, 20'». 
r< largouu'm, flowcis of, 120 
, sterility of, 190. 

Pelvis of women, l l*S, 

IVloria, 119. 

Period, glacial, 283. 

Petrels, habits of, 149 
Phasianub, tertiJitj^ of Iiyhrids, 200 
IHieasant, young, wild, 172 
Philippi on tertiary species Ui 
Sicily. 243 

Ihetet, Prof ^ on groups <d '.pei irs 
suddenly appearing. 2',6, 23S 
—on uil(. ol 'MgaiiK <.hang»', 
244. 

-, on continuous sncces.sum of 

genera, 246. 

- , on close alliance of fo sils in 
consecutive formation?., 2(x). 

-on cml^ryologieal ^ncecsbion, 

262. 

Pierce, Mr., on varieties of wolves, 

79 - 

Pigeoiis with feathered fret and 
skin between too*', 

—, biccds descril^^l, .inrl origin 
of, 2(1. 

—, biecds of, how prodiict'cl, 10, 
42. 

, tumbler, net being d>lr lo 
get out of egg, yr>. 

—, melting fo bliii rol.. :v, 130. 

- instinct of tumbling, 171 
-, ciirriers, killed by Imv.k -, 

281 

-, yount; of, 34;. 
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I'lstil, rudiiuciitary, 34^. 

pnismious, iu)l aikctiug 
rcrlain lolourcd animaU, 19. 

-, sclccticai applit'd to, 35. 

-, p^radual improvement ot‘, 38. 

-not iin]M'o\ed in liarharoui 

countries, 39 

-dcstrovril l>v insectb, 02. 

-, in midst of range, ha\<|ito 

struggle uilli olher plants, 69 
nectar o(, 80. 

, llcsliy, on sca-sliorcs, 110.^ 

— frC'h“WaUT, disti ibulion ol, 
299. 

—low in scale, widely disln- 
buted. 314. 

Plumage, laws oi change ni sexes 
of birds, 78. 

riunis in tin United Slates, 73. 
Pointer dog, origin of, 37. 

-, liaViits of, 171. 

1 'inson nfjtaMt ' ling eci tain ciOuntc d 
annuals, 19 

-, similar cftcct ut, on aiinnals 

and plant*-, 372. 

Pollen o( lir tn i 1 (> ^ 

Poole, Col., on striped Ininionns, 

'33- 

PotarTH’g'-U»n, 300. 

Prcstwicli, Rli., on iMiglish .oni 
French c^irene foim.dion-, 2-., 

I Vim lose, 48 

-, sterility ot, 

Primnh*, \aiietir:, <d, 40 
Profroir p*.122. 

Proteus, 115 

Psychology, (iiture progiLoS ol, 3/\v 

Cl 

OoAra.A, striped. 134. 

Uuince, grafts of, 206 

K 

IvALnif. di.)]io'.ition of young, 172. 
Ivarc , flnnn sl)C. eliai artrrri of. 22 
Kacc-horscs. Ai.ih, "57. 

* - - Kiighsh, 27b 
j\an»ojni on plants of I^yicnce*., 

Kam'^ay, Ih'ol., on thicUiiess ol the 
formations, 2?’ 

-, on f4‘uU^ 2*3. 


I Katio of increase, 58. 

Rats, supplanting I acli oilier, 6S. 

--, acclimatisation ol, 116 

--, blind in tav-e, 114, 

I Kattie-snake, UjI. 

I Reason and instinct, lOO. 

I Rt5capiLulation, gcncr.d, ^,^3. 

’ Reciprocity of * losses, 21 
Record, geological, impcrlcH, 219 
kenggor otr flies destroying calth , 
C>5- 

Rcpioduetion, laU ot, 58. 
Rc-ioinbl.incc to p.tt< nis in men 
grels and hybrids, 215 
! Rev( rsion, law of inhnilance, 21 

i --in |)ig(‘ons fo hhn (ohnn, 130 

I Rhotlodt luiroti, ■t(rdil\ nt, ,90. 
Kicliard, Prol , rm A^pn.:iri>.j, 323 
UichaMisiiii. ^11 j , on stnirtinr of 
1 srjuH rels, 1 t5. 

-, on lishi'^ ol the sonllu.ini 

..nn%»phen;, 291. 

Uobinia, grafts ol, 2o0. 

Rodents, blind, 113. 
r’Jxnlimc'nt.'iry organs, 317. 

Rudiinenl - nn|)orLaMt foi lUssih 
‘ alion, 322. 


. 'sM.Aiii I on grails, 2ol) 

Salmons, mall ,h"litiug,(nnd IiooKT’m 
laws ol, 77 

Sall-watn, liuWj lar ininiums In 

■ seeds, 27S. 

Sanrophagiis snlphuratus, 1 . 

■ Schi<?i''*ejon blino*’nisei is. 114 

* t 

Schlrg< 1 Ou 1 iS. 

trie.i-wilUT, how far ni)nri(ins lc» 

seeds, 278 

Sclmnrht, Sir J., on crossed animal 
I 26. 

j - , on Si’ll ction of pigi oiis, 34 

Srtigwnh, Prot., on gi ..’p 'd 
' * spt cir'‘‘jiddcnly appearing, 23b 
St cdling.i destroyed hy insects, 61, 
Si rd.i, until incut ivj 69. 

- - , wmg‘:d, 120. ‘ 

-^ power of resisting sall-w.U^’ 

27S. 

-m riops aiKr !tit:.stiiies ol 

birds, 280. 

:-eatcifby fish, 281, 300. 
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Seeds in mnd, 299 j 

hooked, on islands, 303. : 

s< lerlioit of doni'* tjc pioduii 33. < 

- —, pniu’jpic notol rereni orif.iii, { 

—unconscious, 36. * i 

natural, 71. \ 

- - , st xiial, 77. ^ : 

^riatuial.circuinsl.^icc*: lavour- ■ 
ahlr to, tS7. 

Sext'\ K l.dmns of, 77* 

Srxiia] < liararters vnii d>l» » l.’S 

-fit IrTtiuU, 77- 

Shr‘t‘[), Merino, their scleclion, 3; 

-, two suh-hn-iMls umjiUn- 

tior^ly pvodmtd, 38. 

-, mountain, varieli<*.s <»f, 08 

Shell'., colours o], 110 

- , hitoral, sekUun einl>e*ldeil, 

*, iicsh-\vatcr,di >peisah.t,-iiu> 

- - ol Madeira, 303. 

- , land, distribution oi', ^07 
^ilene, lertiliiy of cio-.ses, 203. 
Sillimaii, Prill., 0:1 blind rat, 114. 
‘ikullsul \ou 77 f.maiuiniK, iVhaa 7 * 
Slave ij»akin^ imtincl, lyS- 

'•dnilh, <’nl. llaiuiltuu, on sliiped ^ 

hol'.r 1 J.,. ' . 

,'Mi, I'lrd, <in ’.Un-HI d.inir I 

, on nr nh i ants, I0<». 

• ol jonlan Mill, on (lu- 

lUi'radaliou o! coast-iork , 222 
Siup-di as'on, 131. 

Somrivdle, l-uid% on 

soTbuk, <*,iufLs ol, 207. 

'^'panit Kiiie, Cliuj les 
•►pecies, |)ohmorphic, 46. 

, roninioii, variable, 51. 

“ in larju* j'/*iie.*ia van^bh .51. 
^■'Nioup*, <►!, '‘aiddeidy .tppt.ii- 

no-, 23O, 239. 'r 

bciioaiU Siluriv.fl lori 'alions, 

--sun tssivtly appearing, 243. 
changin g s i in u 11 a 111- o u s 1 y 
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